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Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4305 

National  Forest  Products 
Week,  1974 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

During  the  decades  ahead,  as  our  population  continues  to  grow  and 
wc  continue  to  maintain  our  high  standard  of  living,  demands  for  wood 
products  will  increase  dramatically. 

Wc  can  meet  those  demands.  In  contrast  to  the  specter  of  shrinking 
energy  and  mineral  resources,  supplies  of  timber  can  be  increased.  It 
takes  millions  of  years  for  the  earth  to  create  just  one  drop  of  oil  or  an 
ounce  of  metal  ore.  But  foresters  can  plant  seedlings  today  that  will  grow 
into  harvestable  trees  in  10  to  40  years. 

Timber  is  one  of  the  few  renewable  resources,  with  the  added  advan¬ 
tages  of  being  disposable,  recyclable,  inexpensive,  durable,  and  plentiful 
Under  intensive  management,  our  forests  can  produce  more  than  twice 
the  volume  of  timber  being  grown  today. 

Improving  our  knowledge  of  the  growth,  harvesting,  and  use  of  wood 
will  require  the  continued  cooperation  of  Federal  and  State  forestry  pro¬ 
grams,  the  forest  products  industry,  private  forest  landowners,  and  all 
who  care  about  the  conservation  and  prudent  use  of  our  forest  resources. 
I  am  confident  that  as  a  result  of  this  cooperative  effort,  wood  and  forest 
products  will  remain  readily  available  at  reasonable  cost  to  the  American 
public. 

In  order  to  give  further  recognition  and  emphasis  to  the  importance 
of  forest  resources  and  forest  products  to  the  Nation,  the  Congress  has 
by  a  joint  resolution  of  September  13,  1960  (74  Stat.  898)  designated 
the  seven-day  period  beginning  on  the  third  Sunday  of  October  in  each 
year  as  National  Forest  Products  Week,  and  has  requested  the  President 
to  issue  an  annual  proclamation  calling  for  the  observance  of  that  week. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  call  upon  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  observe  the  week  beginning  October  20,  1974,  as  National 
Forest  Products  Week,  w’ith  activities  and  ceremonies  designed  to  direct 
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public  attention  toward  and  demonstrate  our  gratitude  for  the  forest 
resources  with  which  we  have  been  so  abundandy  blessed  and  for  their 
contributicms  to  our  material,  emotional,  and  spiritual  well-being. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  thirty- 
first  day  o£  July,  La  the  year  erf  our  Lord  nineteen  himdred  seventy-four, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one  hundred 
ninety-ninth. 


[FR  Doc.74-17749  Filed  7-31-74;12:48  pm] 
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EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11796 


Continuing  the  Regulation  of  Exports 


By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  President  by  the  Constitution 
and  statutes  of  the  United  States,  including  section  5(b)  of  the  act  of 
October  6,  1917,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  95a),  and  in  view  of  the  con¬ 
tinued  existence  of  the  national  emergencies  declared  by  Proclamation 
No.  2914  of  December  16,  1950,  and  Proclamation  No.  4074  of  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1971,  and  the  importance  of  continuing  (a)  to  exercise  the 
necessary  vigilance  over  exports  from  the  standpoint  of  their  significance 
to  the  national  security  of  the  United  States;  (b)  to  further  agnificantly 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  and  to  aid  in  fulfilling  its  inter¬ 
national  responsibilities;  and  (c)  to  protect  the  domestic  economy  from 
the  excesave  drain  of  scarce  materials  and  reduce  the  serious  inflationary 
impact  of  abnormal  foreign  demand,  it  is  hereby  ordered : 

Section  1 .  Notwithstanding  the  expiration  of  the  Export  Administra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  the  proviaons  for  administration  of  that 
act  contained  in  Executive  Order  11533  of  June  4,  1970  as  continued 
in  effect  by  Executive  Order  11683  of  August  29,  1972,  shall  continue 
in  full  force  and  effect  and  shall  authorize  the  exercise  and  administration 
of  export  controls,  under  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  of  the 
United  States  by  section  5(b)  of  the  act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended 
(12  U.S.C.  95a). 

Sec.  2.  Except  to  the  extent  another  basis  is  provided  in  the  second 
sentence  of  section  3  of  this  order,  all  rules  and  regulations  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  Ccanmerce,  published  in  title  15,  chapter  III,  subchapter  B 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  parts  368  to  399  inclusive,  and  all 
orders,  regulations,  licenses  and  other  forms  of  administrative  action 
issued  or  taken  pursuant  thereto,  shall  until  amended  or  revoked  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  remain  in  full  force  and  effect,  the  same  as  if 
issued  or  taken  pursuant  to  this  order,  except  that  the  maximum  fine 
which  may  be  imposed  under  part  387.1  (a)  ( 1 )  shall  not  exceed  $10,000 
and  that  the  civil  penalty  provided  for  under  part  387. r(b)  (3)  will  not 
be  applicable  to  any  violation  of  the  regulations  under  this  order. 

Sec.  3.  The  delegations  of  authority  in  this  order  shall  not  affect  the 
authority  of  any  agency  or  official  pursuant  to  any  other  delegation  of 
Presidental  authority,  presently  in  effect  or  hereafter  made,  under  section 
5  (b)  of  the  act  of  October  6, 1917,  as  amended.  Those  regulations  issued 
under  the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  implement  foreign 
policy  set  forth  in  Executive  Orders  Nos.  1 1322  of  January  5,  1967  and 
1 1419  oi  July  29,  1968,  shall  until  amended  or  revoked  by  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  continue  to  apply  as  regulations  issued  under  such  orders. 


The  White  House, 

July  30, 1974. 


[FR Doc.74-1 1747  Filed  7-31-74;12;47  pm] 
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EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11797 

Delegating  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  the  Function  of  Submitting 
an  Annual  Report  to  the  Congress  Concerning  the  Location  of  New 
Federal  Facilities  in  Rural  Areas 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  901(b)  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1383)  (as  amended  by  section  601  of  the 
Rural  Development  Act  of  1972  (86  Stat.  674;  Public  Law  92-41.9)) 
and  by  section  301  of  title  3  of  the  United  States  Code,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  exercise  the  authority  vested  in  the  Presi¬ 
dent  by  section  901(b)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1970,  as  amended,  in 
all  matters  relating  to  reporting  criteria  and  the  preparation  and  sub¬ 
mission  of  annual  reports  to  the  Congress  concerning  the  location  of  new 
Federal  facilities  in  rural  areas,  without  approval,  ratification,  or  other 
action  by  the  President.  Departments  and  agencies  shall  cooperate  with 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  the  preparation  of  the  annual  reports 
required  by  section  901  (b) ,  as  amended. 

The  White  House, 

July  31, 1974. 


[FR  Doc.  74- 1 7  748  Filed  7-3 1-74  ;1 2 : 48  pm] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL  *9.  Na  150— FRIDAY,  AUGUST  2,  1974 


27895 


rules  ond  reguiotions 


This  ssction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contain*  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  eflect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  Via  Cod*  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  Vlli— AGRICULTURAL  STABUJ- 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(SUGAR),  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  I— DETEMttHATION  OF  PRICES 
il  Docket  No.  SH-301] 

PART  871— SUGARBEETS 
Fair  and  Reasonable  Prices  for  1974  Crop 

The  Sugar  Act  requires  producers  who 
also  process  sugarbeets  grown  by  other 
producers  to  pay  prices  determhied  by 
the  Secretary  oi  Agriculture  to  be  fair 
and  reasonable  as  one  of  the  conditions 
for  receiving  Sugar  Act  payments  cm 
their  own  production. 

Such  determination  may  not  be  made 
until  after  investigation  and  opportunity 
for  interested  persons  to  testify  on  the 
fair  and  reasonable  prices  to  be  paid  un¬ 
der  either  purchase  or  t(^  agreements. 
A  series  of  public  hearings  was  held  dur¬ 
ing  October  1973  in  several  cities  within 
the  major  producing  regions  of  the 
sugarbeet  aresL 

The  determination,  which  Is  applicable 
to  the  1974  crop  of  sugarbeets,  requires 
processors  to  pay  for  all  beets  at  a  price 
not  leas  than  that  provided  in  the  pur¬ 
chase  contract  which  they  have  entered 
into  with  producers.  Sugarbeet  pmehase 
contracts  for  the  1974  crop  were  negoti¬ 
ated  by  producers  and  processors  and 
submitted  to  the  Department  subsequent 
to  the  public  hearings.  Examination  of 
the  contracts  indicates  that  most  of  the 
major  provisions  relating  to  the  payment 
for  sugarbeets  conform  to  those  of  the 
1973  crop  purchase  contracts. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)(2)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948  (7 
U.S.C.  1131(c)(2)),  as  amended  (herein 
referred  to  as  “act”) ,  after  investigation 
and  due  consideration  of  the  evidence 
presented  at  public  hearings  held  during 
October  1973,  the  following  determina¬ 
tion  is  hereby  Issued. 

The  regulations  pwevlously  appearing 
In  these  sections  under  “Determination 
of  Prices;  Sugarbeets”  remain  In  full 
force  and  effect  as  to  the  crops  to  which 
they  were  applicable. 

Sec. 

871.24  General  requirements. 

871.25  Purchase  agreements. 

871.26  Reporting  requirements. 

871.27  Applicability. 

871.28  Subterfuge. 

Authority:  Secs.  301,  403,  61  Stat.  929, 
as  amended,  932;  (7  U.S.C.  1131, 1153) . 

§871.24  General  requirements. 

A  producer  of  sugarbeets  who  is  also 
a  processor  of  sugarbeets  (herein  re¬ 


ferred  to  as  “processor”)  shall  have  paid, 
or  contracted  to  pay  for  all  sugarbeets 
of  the  1974  crop  grown  by  other  pro¬ 
ducers  and  processed  by  him,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following  requirements: 

§  871.25  Purchase  agreements. 

(a)  The  price  for  all  1974-crop  sugar- 
beets  delivered  by  a  producer  and  proc¬ 
essed  by  a  processor,  shall  be  not  less 
than  that  required  to  be  paid  pursuant 
to  the  1974-crop  sugarbeet  purchase  con¬ 
tract  between  the  processor  and  the  pro¬ 
ducer,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (b) ,  (c) ,  and  (d)  of  this  section. 

(b)  If  the  processor,  in  determining 
the  net  proceeds  pursuant  to  the  con¬ 
tract  makes  a  deduction  from  the  gross 
sales  price  of  sugar  for  factory-site  bulk 
sugar  storage  facilities  owned  by  the 
processor,  or  for  factory-site  bulk  pulp 
storage  facilities  owned  by  the  processor 
in  those  districts  where  producers  share 
directly  in  the  total  net  returns  from  the 
sales  of  sugar,  pulp,  and  molasses,  such 
deduction  shall  be  limited  to  amortiza¬ 
tion  of  such  facilities,  including  improve¬ 
ments  over  a  reasonable  period,  inter^t 
at  prevailing  rates  on  the  uiirecovered 
cost,  taxes,  insurance,  maintenance,  and 
operating  costs  properly  appllcaWe 
thereto.  After  the  costs  of  the  facilities, 
including  improvements,  have  been  fully 
recovered  such  deductions  Shall  be 
limited  to  taxes.  Insurance,  maintenance, 
and  operating  costs  properly  applicable 
thereto:  Provided,  That  If  there  is  an 
agreement  between  the  processor  and 
producers  such  deductions  for  factory- 
site  storage  facilities  owned  by  the 
processor  shall  be  as  agreed  upcm  if  less 
than  that  provided  above. 

(c)  (1)  In  factory  districts  using  a 
scale-tsrpe  sugarbeet  purchase  ccmtract 
where  the  processor  has  constructed 
tanks  for  the  storage  of  concentrated 
juice,  has  stored  such  juice  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  30  days  after  the  end  ot 
the  slicing  campaign  and  has  processed 
such  juice  graniilated  sugar,  and  there  is 
agreement  between  the  processor  and 
jMDducers  for  the  processw  to  make  a 
charge  for  the  storage  of  concentrated 
juice,  a  storage  charge  measured  by  the 
additional  costs  incurred  as  a  result  of 
factory  clean-up  and  start-up  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  juice  processing  cam¬ 
paign  may  be  deducted  from  the  gross 
sales  price  of  sugar:  Provided,  That  such 
charge  shall  not  exceed  two  cents  per 
month  (based  on  the  length  of  time  such 
juice  is  stored  between  the  end  of  the 
slicing  campaign  and  the  start-up  of  the 
juice  processing  campaign,  such  period 
not  to  exceed  six  months)  per  100  pounds 


granulated  sugar  equivalent  oi  the  juice 
so  stored. 

(2)  In  those  factory  districts  In  Michi¬ 
gan  and  Ohio  using  a  percentage-type 
sugar  beet  purchase  contract,  wherein 
growers  share  with  the  processor  in  fac¬ 
tory  extraction  efficiency,  and  where  the 
processcHT  has  constructed  and  is  operat¬ 
ing  Lank.R  for  the  st(Kage  of  concen¬ 
trated  juice,  a  deduction  frexn  the  gross 
sales  price  of  sugar  and  by-products  may 
be  made  for  the  amortization  of  such 
tanks  as  inrovided  in  the  processor’s  1974- 
crop  sugarbeet  purchase  contract. 

(d>  In  determining  the  net  proceeds 
pursuant  to  the  contract,  the  gross  sales 
price  per  100  poimds  to  be  apifficable  to 
sugar  sold  to  an  affiliate  company  or 
other  affiliate  business  entity,  or  to  sugar 
used  by  the  processor  during  the  settle¬ 
ment  period,  shall  be  not  less  than  the 
weighted  average  quoted  basis  ixlce,  less 
customary  allowance,  and  plus  appro¬ 
priate  prepays  and  package  differentials 
which  would  have  been  applicable  to  such 
sugar  had  it  been  marketed  to  non- 
affiliated  purchasers. 

§  871.26  Reporting  requirements. 

The  processor  shall  submit  to  the  D(- 
rectcHT,  Sugar  Division,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation  Service,  U  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  within  60  days  after  the  close 
of  the  sales  period  specified  in  the  sugar- 
beet  purchase  contract,  an  itemized 
statement  for  each  settlement  district, 
certified  by  an  independent  accoimtant, 
showing  the  computatiem  of  “net  pro¬ 
ceeds”  or  “net  returns”  as  provided  in 
such  contract,  such  statement  to  be  in 
substantially  the  form  as  that  contained 
in  Schedule  A  attached  hereto  and  made 
a  part  hereof:  Provided,  That,  if  the 
processor  markets  sugar  to  an  affiliate 
company  or  other  affiliate  business  en¬ 
tity  or  if  the  processor  uses  any  beet 
sugar,  the  weighted  average  gross  sales 
price  for  each  category,  the  marketing 
expenses  applicable  to  each,  and  the  net 
proceeds  derived  therefrom  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  in  substantially  the  form  shown 
on  Schedule  A-1  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  hereof,  to  supplement  the 
information  submitted  in  accordance 
with  Schedule  A:  Provided  further.  That 
if  the  processor  in  determining  net  pro¬ 
ceeds  makes  a  deduction  for  factory-site 
bulk  sugar,  bulk  pulp  or  concentrated 
juice  storage  facilities  owned  by  the  proc¬ 
essor,  the  total  cost  of  such  facilities,  in¬ 
cluding  improvements,  the  amount  of 
the  deduction  and  the  expenses  used  In 
determining  such  deduction  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  in  substantially  the  form  shown 
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on  Schedule  A-2  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  hereof,  to  supplement  the 
information  submit^d  in  accordance 
wiUi  Schedule  A. 

§  871.27  Applicability. 

The  requirements  of  this  part  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  sugarbeets  purchased  from 
other  producers  and  processed  by  a  proc¬ 
essor  who  produces  sugarbeets  (a  proc¬ 
essor-producer  is  defined  In  §  821.1  of 
this  chapter) ;  and  to  sugarbeets  pur¬ 
chased  by  a  cooperative  processor  from 
nonmembers.  The  requirements  are  not 
applicable  to  sugarbeets  processed  by  a 
cooperative  processor  for  its  members. 

§  871.28  Subterfuge. 

The  processor  shall  not  reduce  returns 
to  producers  below  those  determined  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  this 
part  through  any  subterfuge  or  device 
whatsoever. 

Statement  of  Bases  and  Considerations 

General.  The  foregoing  determination 
establishes  the  fair  and  reasonable  price 
requirements  which  must  be  met,  as  one 
of  the  conditions  for  payment  under  the 
act,  by  a  producer  who  processes  sugar- 
beets  of  the  1974  crop  grown  by  other 
producers. 

Requirements  of  the  act.  Section 
301  fc)  (2)  of  the  act  provides  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  for  payment,  that  the  producer  on 
the  farm  who  is  also,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  a  processor  of  sugarbeets,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  shall 
have  paid,  or  contracted  to  pay  under 
either  purchase  or  toll  agreements,  for 
any  sugarbeets  grown  by  other  producers 
and  processed  by  him  at  rates  not  less 
than  those  that  may  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  after 
investigation  and  due  notice  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  lor  public  hearing. 

1974-crop  fair  price  determination. 
This  determination  provides  that  a  proc¬ 
essor  shall  be  deemed  to  have  complied 
with  the  lair  price  provisions  of  the  act 
if  he  has  paid,  or  contracted  to  pay, 
prices  lor  all  sugarbeets  processed  that 
are  not  less  than  those  determined  piur- 
suant  to  the  applicable  1974-crop  pur¬ 
chase  contract  with  producers.  Other 
provisions  ol  the  1973 -crop  determina¬ 
tion  are  continued  essential^  unchanged. 

At  the  public  hearing  in  Ann  Arbor, 
Michigan,  a  representative  ol  the  Grow¬ 
ers,  Farmers  and  Manufacturers  of  Beet 
Sugar  Association,  stated  that  unless  the 
sugar  industry  maintains  itself  in  a  com¬ 
petitive  price  position  with  other  crops, 
beet  growers  are  going  to  cut  down  pro¬ 
duction  or  cut  out  production  entirely. 

At  the  hearing  held  in  San  Francisco, 
California,  a  representative  of  the  Utah- 
Idaho  Sugar  Company  recommended 
that  the  Department  Increase  the  proc¬ 
essor’s  share  of  net  returns  above  the 
$10.00  net  return  level.  In  support  of  the 
recommendations,  the  witness  stated  that 
the  processor  has  borne  the  risk  for  the 
safe  storage  of  beets  and  for  fluctuating 
marketing  conditions;  that  the  average 
price  lor  beets  paid  to  growers  in  terri¬ 
tories  served  by  the  Utah-Idaho  Sugar 
Company  has  b^n  increasing  faster  than 


the  average  paid  in  all  areas  over  the  past 
few  years;  and  that  it  is  in  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  growers,  the  communities 
where  they  live,  and  the  nation  Itself  to 
keep  all  of  the  present  factories  in  opera¬ 
tion. 

The  National  Sugarbeet  Growers  Fed¬ 
eration  and  two  grower  associations  sub¬ 
mitted  supplemental  briefs  objecting  to 
the  pr(^os^  by  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Com¬ 
pany  to  change  the  sharing  relationship 
in  favor  of  the  processor.  In  support  of 
their  view,  they  pointed  out  that  de¬ 
terioration  of  the  beet  sugar  industry  is 
due  to  poor  management  decisions  in  op¬ 
erations  and  marketing,  and  obsolete 
processing  techniques;  that  growers  not 
only  accept  the  full  risk  of  producing  a 
crop  of  sugarbeets,  but  also  share  the  risk 
of  sugar  shrinkage;  and  that  the  grow¬ 
ers’  share  of  returns  is  already  insuf¬ 
ficient,  and  any  attempt  to  reduce  it  wiU 
result  in  a  further  decline  in  acreage. 

The  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Company  sub¬ 
mitted  a  brief  in  which  they  modified 
their  recommendation  of  increasing  the 
processor’s  share  of  net  returns  above 
$10.00.  In  the  brief,  they  requested  that 
the  processor’s  share  ol  net  returns  above 
the  $10.50  level  of  net  returns  be  in¬ 
creased.  They  stated  that  the  change  in 
the  sharing  relationship  would  be  made 
only  in  increments  of  net  returns  not  yet 
aclfieved,  and  therefore  the  effect  would 
not  be  retrogressive. 

Examination  of  the  1974-crop  purchase 
contracts,  which  have  been  negotiated  by 
producers  and  processors  and  submitted 
to  the  Department  subsequent  to  the 
hearings,  indicates  that  with  few  excep¬ 
tions  the  major  provisions  relating  to 
payments  lor  sugarbeets  conform  to 
those  of  the  1973-crop  contracts.  One 
processor  increased  its  scale  of  payments 
so  that  growers  will  have  a  greater  share 
in  net  returns.  Another  processor 
changed  the  schedule  ol  payments  to 
cover  higher  net  returns,  but  the  growers’ 
share  will  remain  unchanged.  One  com¬ 
pany  has  changed  one  ol  its  contracts  so 
that  payment  will  be  based  on  two  lac- 
tory  cossette  test  districts,  whereas  in 
1973  there  were  five  cossette  test  dis¬ 
tricts.  One  processor  changed  the  basis 
lor  payment  Irom  cossette  test  to  modi¬ 
fied  individual  sugar  content  test  in  one 
contract.  Another  company  has  amended 
its  contract  to  include  early  harvested 
beets  in  the  calculation  ol  the  average 
sugar  content  of  beets  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances.  There  are  two  amendments 
to  the  contracts  between  two  California 
processors  and  their  growers  to  make  the 
initial  payment  for  sugarbeets  at  $9.26 
net  selling  price. 

A  sugarbeet  processor  has  added  an 
amendment  to  one  of  its  contracts  re¬ 
quiring  the  grower  to  pay  all  transporta¬ 
tion  charges  in  excess  of  $1.50  per  ton  of 
beets  delivered  to  the  factory ;  incresised 
in  one  of  its  districts  the  additional 
amount  paid  for  beets  delivered  by  the 
grower  directly  to  the  receiving  station; 
and  added  amendments  to  another  con¬ 
tract  requiring  growers  to  pay  all  deli¬ 
very  expenses,  with  stipulated  reim¬ 


bursements  to  be  made  by  the  company. 
Another  processor  increased  the  grower 
freight  participation  charges  in  some  of 
its  contracts;  in  one  contract  the  com¬ 
pany  agreed  to  pay  a  hauling  allowance 
for  beets  delivered  to  the  designated 
beet  receiving  station  and  released 
growers  from  participation  in  freight 
costs ;  and  in  another  contract  the  com¬ 
pany  increased  the  deduction  from 
grower  payments  for  the  company’s  bulk 
sugar  storage  facilities.  Another  proces¬ 
sor  has  effected  a  change  in  its  contracts 
by  lowering  the  deduction  to  be  applied 
to  the  net  basic  pUce  for  sugarbeets 
delivered  prior  to  October  1,  1974. 

Other  changes  in  the  1974  purchase 
contracts  include  increases  in  the  price 
of  sugarbeet  seed  by  six  companies;  in¬ 
creases  in  the  deduction  for  association 
dues  by  three  companies;  an  increase  in 
the  deduction  for  experimental  work  at 
another  company;  and  elimination  of 
the  provision  for  beet  seed  by  another 
company. 

The  processor  recommendation  that 
the  sharing  relationship  at  Increments  of 
net  returns  above  the  $10.50  level  be  in¬ 
creased  in  favor  of  the  processor  has 
been  evaluated. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  that 
and  all  other  recommendations  received 
at  the  hearings,  to  the  provisions  of  the 
purchase  contracts,  to  the  comparative 
average  costs  of  producers  and  processors 
obtained  by  field  survey  for  a  prior  crop 
and  recast  in  terms  of  prospective  price 
and  production  cmiditions  for  the  1974 
crop,  and  to  other  pertinent  factors. 
Analysis  of  the  comparative  average 
operating  results  of  pr<^ucers  and  proc¬ 
essors  indicates  that  the  producers’  share 
of  returns,  on  average,  continues  to  be 
favorable  ^  compared  to  their  share  of 
total  production  and  processing  costs, 
and  that  the  provisions  for  payment  in 
the  1974-crop  purchase  contracts  are 
fair  and  reasonable  at  the  levels  of  sugar 
prices  and  net  returns  which  may  be  ex¬ 
pected  during  the  marketing  season. 

On  the  basis  of  an  examination  of  all 
relevant  factors,  the  provisions  of  this 
determination  are  deemed  to  be  fair  and 
reasonable.  Accordingly.  I  hereby  find 
and  conclude  that  the  foregoing  price 
determination  will  effectuate  the  price 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended. 


Note:  The  recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements  of  these  regulations  have  been 
approved,  by  and  subsequent  recordkeeping 
and  reporUng  requirements  will  be  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  OfiSce  of  Management 
and  Budget  in  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Reports  Act  of  1942. 

Effective  date.  This  determination 
shall  become  effective  August  2,  1974, 
and  is  applicable  to  1974 -crop  sugar- 
beets. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  July  26, 
1974. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 

Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 
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Schedule  A — Statement  of  Avebage  Net 
Return  to  Net  Psoceeds  Feom  Sales  or 
SUGAE^ 

Company _ 

Settlement  Area _ 

Settlement  Period _ 

Per 

Hundred¬ 

weight 

Sugar 

(dollars) 

Oroes  Sales  Price - - — 

Less  SaJes  and  Marketing  Expenses 
(Applicable  to  Sugar  only) : 

Federal  excise  tax _ 

Freight  on  sugar  to  destination - 

Cash  discount _ 

Allowances  _ 

Public  storage  (actually  paid) _ 

Off-site  storage  owned  by  the  proc¬ 
essor  (amoimt  charged) _ _ _ 

» Where  the  purchase  contract  provides 
that  the  proceeds  from  the  sales  of  molasses 
and  beet  pulp  are  to  be  Included  in  calcu¬ 
lating  the  net  return  or  net  proceeds,  show 
separately  the  gross  price  and  the  marketing 
expenses  applicable  to  each. 


Schedule  A-2 — Statement  Relating  to 
Chaeges  foe  Company-Owned  Factoby- 
SiTE  Bulk  Sugab,  Bulk  Pulp,  and  Con- 
CENTBATE3>  JUICE  STOBAGE  IN  COMPUTING 
Net  Peoceeds,  1974-Cbop  (Submit  Sepaeate 
Schedule  foe  Each  Facility) 

Company  - 

Location  of  Bulk  Sugar,  Pulp,  or  Juice  Stor¬ 
age  Facility - 

Settlement  Areas  Included - 

Settlement  Period _ 

Sugar  Sold  During  Settlement  Period — 

Cwt  _ 

(Total  Dollars) 

Original  cost  of  facility  (year  first  used - ) 


Improvements  (item  and  date) : 


Total  cost  of  facility  Including  Improvements 


Total  Amoimt  Recovered  Prior  to  1974-crop 


Total  Unrecovered  Cost  of  Facility - 

Operating  Costs  or  Charges  for  1974-crop: 

Interest  on  uncovered  cost - 

Taxes  _ _ 

Insurance  - 

Maintenance  and  Operating  (Itemize) : 


Total  operating  costs  for  1974-crop 


Per 

Hundred¬ 

weight 

Sugar 

(dollars) 

On-site  storage  (computed 

charge)*  _ 

Loading  and  handling _ 

Cost  of  packing  in  excess  of  basis 

pack _ 

Texas  _ 

Insurance  _ 

Brokerage  and  Commissions _ 

Advertising _ 

Sales  department  expenses: 

Salaries  _ 

Travel _ 

Miscellaneous  _ 

Other  (specify) _ 

Total  expense _ 

Net  Return  on  Net  Proceeds _ 

*  Obtain  from  Schedule  A-2. 

(Data  will  be  held  confidential  and  will 
not  be  published  in  any  manner  as  would 
disclose  the  operations  of  any  company.) 


Amount  applied  against  1974-crc^  to  amor¬ 
tize  cost  of  facility _ 

Total  amount  charged  for  facility  In 
computing  net  proceeds — 1974- 

crop— (to  be  carried  to  Schedule  A 

as  amount  of  deduction) _ 

Unamortized  cost  of  facility  at  end  of  1974- 

crop  _ 

(Data  will  be  held  confidential  and  will 
not  be  published  in  any  manner  as  would 
disclose  the  operations  of  any  company.) 

[FR  Doc.74-17615  Filed  8-l-74;9:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Lemon  Regulation  650] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 
Limitation  of  Handling 
This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  August  4-10, 
1974.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 


No.  910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed 
was  arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the 
total  available  supply  of  lemons,  the 
quantity  of  lemons  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand 
for  lemons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  lemons. 

§  910.950  I.rmon  Regulation  650. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be  mar¬ 
keted  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

ti)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  factors  enumerated  in 
the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  has  eased 
somewhat  because  of  cooling  trends  along 
the  Eastern  Seaboard  and  in  the  Mid- 
West.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was  $6.52  per 
carton  the  week  ended  July  27,  1974, 
compared  to  $6.30  per  carton  the  pre¬ 
vious  week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies  at 
152  cars  were  up  12  cars  from  last  W’eek. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  lemons  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuf¬ 
ficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permit¬ 
ted,  under  the  circumstances,  for  prepa¬ 
ration  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 
The  committee  held  an  open  meeting 
during  the  current  week,  after  giving  due 
notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply  and 
market  conditions  for  lemons  and  the 
need  for  regulation;  interested  persims 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 


PniKDiaE  A-i.—Statemfnt  of  grots  aalei  pricet  applicable  to  sugar  told  to  affiliated  companies  or  entities  and  used  by  the 
processor,  at  compared  to  sales  to  nonafjiliated  purchasers 


Item 


Affiliated 

purcha-sers 


Used  by 
processor 


Nonaffiliated 

purchasers 


Sugar  sold  or  used— huiulredwelght. 


Dollars  per  hundredweight 


Quoted  basis  price . 

Customary  allowances  (itemize): 

Open  competitive _ 

Other . . 


xxxxx 

xxxxx 

xxxxx 


Basis  price— loss  allowances. 

Tropay . 

Package  differential . 

Gross  sales  price . 

Marketing  expenses . 

Net  proceeds... . 


XXXXX 

xxxxx 


(‘) 


•  If  any  marketing  expenses  are  deducted  from  the  gross  sales  price  by  the  processor  in  computing.net  return  for 
this  particular  sugar,  such  expenses  shall  be  itemized  separately. 

Note.— Data  will  be  held  confidential  and  will  not  be  published  in  any  manner  as  would  disclose  the  operations  of 
any  company. 
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Information  and  views  at  this  meeting: 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  In¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the 
period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  Including  its  effective  time,  axe 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  the  committee,  and  Information 
concerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  lemons;  it  Is  necessary.  In 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  p<dlcy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  secticm  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  con4>leted  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  c(»nmlttee  meeting 
was  held  on  July  30, 1974. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Hie  quantity  of  l^ons 
grown  In  Callfomia  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1974,  through  August  10,  1974,  Is 
herein  fixed  at  280,000  carUxis. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  *liandled”. 
and  *'carton(s)  ”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  In  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
601-874) 

Dated;  August  2, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Deputt/  Director.  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division.  Agri~ 
cultural  Marketing  ServU:e. 

(PR  Doc.74-17858  PUed  8-1-74:11:30  am] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  C — FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

(No.  74-749] 

PART  545— OPERATIONS 

Percentage  Limitations  on  Real  Estate  Loan 
Investments  by  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Associations 

July  30,  1974. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  It  advisable  to  amend  S  545.5- 
7(a)  (1)  (V)  of  the  rules  and  Emulations 
for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Sys¬ 
tem  (12  CFR  545.6-7(a)(l)(v))  for  the 
purpose  of  conforming  said  section  to 
the  provisions  of  55  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  and 
(5)  (12  CFR  545.6-1  (a),  (b) )  relating 
to  certain  percentage-of-assets  limita¬ 
tions  on  loans  secured  by  single-family 
dwellings.  Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby 
amends  said  5  545.6-7(a)  (1)  (v)  to  read 
as  set  forth  below,  effective  August  2, 
1974. 

Whether  a  loan  is  subject  to  a 
percentage-of-assets  limitation  imder 
5  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  or  (5)  depends  upon 
both  the  value  of  the  security  property 
and  the  purchase  price  of  the  seciirlty 
property.  Such  a  loan  is  subject  to  such 
aiH)licable  limitation  as  long  as  such  loan 
is  in  excess  of  80  percent  of  either  the 
value  or  the  purchase  price  of  the  secu¬ 
rity  property,  determined  at  the  time 
the  loan  is  made. 


In  part,  5  545.6-7(a)  (1)  lists  certain 
loans  on  single-family  dwellings  which 
are  not  subject  to  any  percentage-of- 
assets  limitation.  Prior  to  the  present 
amendment,  5  545.&-7(a)  (1)  (v)  did  not 
conform  to  the  provisions  cA  said 
55  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  and  (5)  in  that  said 
5  545.6-7(a)  (1)  (V)  contained  no  provi¬ 
sion  relating  to  the  piurchase  price  of 
the  security  property.  The  present 
amendment  corrects  this  Inaccuracy  In 
said  5  545.6-7(a)  (1)  (v)  by  retfdnlng  the 
prior  provision  therein  as  to  the  value 
of  the  security  property  and  by  adding 
thereto  an  appropriate  provision  as  to 
the  purchase  price  of  the  security 
property. 

Since  the  above  amendment  Is  of  a 
technical  nature  to  conform  certain  reg¬ 
ulatory  provisions  and  does  not  Impose 
additional  requirenmits,  Uie  Board 
hereby  finds  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  are  unnecessary  under  the  provi- 
slmis  of  12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C. 
553  (b) ;  and  the  Board  also  finds,  for 
the  same  reason,  that  publication  for  the 
30-day  period  specified  In  12  CFR  508.14 
and  5  UJ3.C.  553(d)  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  said  amendment  Is  unnecessary; 
and  the  Board  hereby  provides  that  said 
amendment  shall  become  effective  as 
hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Section  545.6-7  Is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  (v)  as  follows: 

§  546.6-7  Perc4>ntage  limitationg  on  real 
estate  loan  investnients. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(V)  a  loan  on  a  single-family  dwelling 
made  under  5  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  or  (5),  as 
long  as  such  loan  Is  In  excess  of  80  per¬ 
cent  of  the  value  or  purchase  price  of 
the  sectudty  property,  whichever  is  less, 
determined  at  the  time  the  loan  was 
made; 

*  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  6,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  (12  US.C. 
1464)  Be<»g.  Plan  No,  8  at  1947,  12  PR 
4981,  8  CFR.  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary. 

]PR  Doc.74-17706  PUed  8-l-74;8;45  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-CE-13-AD;  Arndt.  39-1911] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Cessna  177  Series  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  failure  of 
the  oil  pressure  gage  line  between  the 
firewall  and  the  oil  pressure  gage  on 
Cessna  177  series  airplanes.  This  failure 
results  in  loss  of  engine  oil  and  may 
cause  subsequent  engine  damage  and 
power  loss  due  to  oil  starvation.  Since 
this  condition  Is  likely  to  exist  or  de¬ 
velop  in  other  airplanes  of  the  same  type 
design  an  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
Is  being  Issued,  applicable  to  certain 
serial 'numbers  of  Cessna  Models  177, 
177RG,  and  P177RG  airplanes,  requir¬ 


ing  the  installatioa  of  a  set  of  clanms 
between  the  oil  pressure  gage  line  and 
the  fiap  control  cable  in  accordance  wlUi 
Cessna  Service  Letter  SE74-2  dated  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1974.  This  installation  will  pre¬ 
clude  failure  by  providing  support  to 
the  oil  pressure  gage  line  and  reduce  vi¬ 
bration  of  this  line. 

Since  immediate  action  is  required  in 
the  interest  of  safety,  compliance  with 
the  notice  and  public  procedure  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
is  not  practical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  In 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 

5  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  AD. 

(Cessna. — ^Applies  to  Models  177  (Serial  Num¬ 
bers  17700001  thru  17702041),  177Ba 
(Serial  Numbers  ITTROOOOOl  thru  177- 
RQ0445)  and  PriTRO  (Serial  Numbers 
F177RG0001  thru  F177R00062)  air¬ 
planes. 

Compliance;  Wlthm  the  next  50  hours' 
time  in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  failure  or  chafing  of  the  oil 
pressure  gage  liae  located  between  the  fire¬ 
wall  and  the  oil  pressure  gage,  install  clamps 
between  the  fiap  control  cable  and  the  oil 
pressure  gage  line  in  accordance  with  Cessna 
Service  Letter  SE74-2  dated  January  25, 1974, 
or  later  approved  revisions.  Any  alternate 
method  of  compliance  must  be  approved  by 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Bran^,  PAA,  Central  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
August  9, 1974. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423);  see. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
US.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
July  25, 1974. 

•  A,  L.  Coulter, 
Director.  Centred  Region . 
[FR  Doc.74-17677  Filed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  74-WE-22-AD; 

Arndt.  39-1909] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Lockheed  Model  L-101 1-385-1  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  to  Include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring 
modification  of  the  cargo  dow  control 
system  on  L-101 1-385-1  airplanes  was 
published  in  39  FR  18469, 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
medting  of  the  amendment. 

One  comment  was  received.  The  com¬ 
mentator  requested  a  2500  hour  com¬ 
pliance  time  rather  than  the  1000  hour 
compliance  time  citing  loss  of  service  to 
the  public,  revenue  losses,  and  the  low 
probability  of  occurrence  of  the  single 
failure  that  would  cause  the  door  to 
open.  The  FAA  has  considered  this  re¬ 
quest  and  has  extended  the  compliance 
time  to  1800  hours,  based  on  the  base 
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overhaul  period  and  the  probability  of 
occurrence  of  the  failure. 

In  ccmslderation  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Admhiistrator  (31  FR  13697), 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Lockheed. — ^Applies  to  Model  L-lOl  1-385-1 
series  aircraft  with  Lockheed  serial  ntun- 
bers  1003  through  1066,  certificated  In  all 
categories. 

Compliance  required  within  1,800  hours 
additional  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  a  single  failure  from  causing  a 
cargo  door  to  open  during  takeoff  roll,  ac¬ 
complish  one  of  the  following: 

(a)  Modification  as  described  in  Lockheed 
Service  Bulletin  003-62-046  dated  October  18, 
1973,  or  later  FAA-approved  revisions. 

(b)  Equivalent  modifications,  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA 
Western  Region. 

Aircraft  may  be  fiown  to  a  base  where 
maintenance  may  be  performed  per  FAR’s 
31.197  and  31.199. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  11, 1974. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968  (49  UJ3.0.  1364(a),  1431,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (40 
n.S.O.  1666(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
July  25.  1974. 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 
[PR  Doc.74-17676  Piled  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  74-NB-30;  Arndt.  39-1910] 

PART  39--AIRW0RTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 

Sikorsky  S-56,  S-64A.  and  S-64E 
Helicopters 

There  has  been  a  report  that  test  stand 
inspection  of  main  rotor  head  spindle 
lock  nuts.  P/N  S1510-23031-0  and  P/N 
S1510-23031-1,  on  S-64  helicopters  re¬ 
vealed  fatigue  cracks  in  the  lock  nuts, 
and  indicated  that  stresses  higher  than 
those  anticipated  by  the  design  are  de¬ 
veloped  in  critical  areas  of  the  lock  nut. 
Failure  of  a  lock  nut  during  operation 
could  cause  failure  of  the  main  rotor 
blade.  Since  this  condition  is  Ukely  to 
exist  or  develop  in  other  helicopters  hav¬ 
ing  a  main  rotor  head  spindle  similar  in 
design  to  that  of  the  S-64,  an  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive  is  being  issued  to  impose 
life  limits  on  main  rotor  head  spindle 
lock  nuts,  P/N  S1510-23031-0  and  P/N 
S1510-23031-1,  installed  on  Sikorsky 
S-56,  S-64A,  and  S-64E  helicopters. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adc^tion  of  this  regidation, 
it  Is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  Airworthiness  Directive: 


8ZKORSKT  Axscrait. — ^Applies  to  S-64A,  S-64E, 

and  S-66  heUcc^tera  certificated  In  all 

categorleck 

Coixq>llance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  faUgue  failures  of  the  main 
rotor  head  spindle  lock  nut,  accomplish 
the  following: 

(a)  Before  the  accumulation  of  750  hoiirs 
time  In  service  on  a  main  rotor  head  spindle 
lock  nut,  P/N  S1510-23031-0,  or  within  the 
next  25  hours  time  In  service  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs  later, 
replace  the  affected  lock  nut  with  a  service¬ 
able  part  of  the  same  part  number. 

(b)  Before  the  accumulation  of  10,500 
hours  time  In  service  on  a  main  rotor  head 
spindle  lock  nut,  P/N  81510-23031-1,  ox 
within  the  next  26  hours  time  In  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever  oc¬ 
curs  later,  replace  the  affected  lock  nut  with 
a  serviceable  part  of  the  same  part  number. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
August  15,  1974. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1364(a),  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1666(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  24, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  Neto  England  Regum. 

[FR  Doc.74-17676  Filed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-QL-14] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 
On  page  18469  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  May  28. 1974,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  notice  of 
propiosed  rulemaking  which  would  amend 
§  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  regulations  so  as  to  designate  a  con¬ 
trol  zone  at  Jefferson,  Ohio. 

Interested  persons  were  given  45  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  objections 
and  data  concerning  the  proposed 
amendments.  Two  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived.  The  Air  Transport  Association 
concurred  with  the  proposal.  Mr.  Donald 
W.  Allen  of  the  Allen  Airport.  Dorset, 
Ohio,  objected  to  the  establishment  of  the 
control  zone  on  the  basis  that  it  would 
create  a  hazard  in  encouraging  instru¬ 
ment  approaches  to  the  Ashtabula 
County  Airport.  Mr.  Allen  indicated  he 
did  not  believe  the  approach  to  Ash¬ 
tabula  County  Ainiort  is  safe.  However, 
the  Agency  believes  that  the  control 
zone  would  give  added  protection  to  the 
instrument  approach  procedure  and,  in 
addition,  would  require  current  weather 
reports  be  made  available  to  the  pilots 
conducting  an  approach  during  the  time 
the  zone  is  effective.  Accordingly,  the 
proposed  amendment  is  hereby  adopted 
without  change  and  is  set  forth  below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
October  10. 1974. 

(See.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  DB.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Tran^>ortatlon  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(c) ) ) 
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Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
July  25. 1974. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  9  71.171  (39  FR  354) .  the  foUowing 
control  zone  is  added: 

Jeffehsom,  Ohio 

Within  a  S-mlle  radius  of  the  Ashtabula 
Coimty  Airport  (latitude  41“46'40''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  80‘’41'46"  W.);  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  Jefferson,  Ohio  VORTAC  242° 
radial,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
zone  to  8.5  miles  SW  of  the  VORTAO.  This 
control  zone  is  effective  diuring  the  specific 
dates  and  times  established  In  advance  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen.  The  effective  date  and 
time  wUl  thereafter  be  continuously  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Airman’s  Information  ManuaL- 

(FR  Doc.74^17678  Filed  8-1-74;  8: 45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-EA-53] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Transition 
Area 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  99  71.171  and  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  so 
as  to  alter  the  Hazleton,  Pa.,  Control 
Zone  (39  FR  388)  and  Transition  Area 
(39FR508). 

The  Control  Zone  and  700-foot  floor 
Transition  Area  are  described,  in  part, 
by  reference  to  the  Weatherly  (Hazleton) 
radio  beacon.  The  Weatherly  radio  bea¬ 
con  is  a  nonfederal  facility  and  is  being 
decommissioned  in  its  present  location 
as  an  IFR  navigational  aid. 

The  foregoing  requires  an  alteration  of 
the  description  in  both  airspace  areas  to 
delete  reference  to  the  radio  beacon. 
Since  the  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.  September 
12, 1974,  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  9  71.171  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Hazleton,  Pa.  Control 
Zone  by  deleting,  “to  13.5  miles  east  of 
the  VOR;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  a 
276*  bearing  from  the  Weatherly  RBN 
(40*58'47"  N.,  75*53'52"  W.) ,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
RBN.”  and  by  substituting  therefor,  “to 
13.5  miles  east  of  the  VOR.". 

2.  Amend  9  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Hazleton.  Pa.,  700-foot 
floor  transition  area  by  deleting,  “to  19 
miles  east  of  the  VOR;  within  4.5  miles 
each  side  of  a  071*  bearing  from  the 
Weatherly  RBN  (40*58'47"  N.,  75*53'52" 
W.) ,  extending  from  the  8.5-mlle  radius 
area  to  10  miles  east  of  the  RBN;  with¬ 
in  3.5  miles  each  side  of  a  076*  bearing 
from  the  Weatherly  RBN,  extending 
from  the  8.5-mlle  radius  area  to  11.5 
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mfles  east  of  the  RBN and  by  substi¬ 
tuting  therefor,  ‘'to  19  miles  east  of  the 
VOR.”. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Arlation  Act  of  1966 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348);  aec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  XJJB.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  In  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  22, 
1974. 

TmoTHY  L.  Hartnett, 

Acting  Director. 
Eastern  Region. 
IFR  Doc.74-17679  Piled  8-l-74;8;45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  74-SA-251 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Transition 
Area;  Effective  Date  Change 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  amending  the  subject  docket  so  as  to 
change  the  effective  date  due  to  a  delay 
in  the  commissioning  of  a  new  landing 
system  (39  FR  18769,  May  30, 1974). 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  effective 
date  Is  herewith  changed  from  0901 
ajn.t.  July  18,  1974  to  0901  Om.t.  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1974,  upon  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

(See.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1956  (72 
Stat.  749;  49  U£.C.  1346);  aec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UA.C.  1655 

(c))) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  23, 
1974. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FE  Doc.74-17680  Piled  &-l-74:8;45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  74-EA-131 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Areas;  Effective 
Date  Change 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
published  the  subject  docket  to  alter  the 
Potedam  and  Ogdensburg,  N.T.,  Transi- 
tkm  Areas  with  an  effective  date  of  0901 
Om.t.  August  15,  1974  (39  FR  20479, 
June  11. 1974). 

Because  of  the  delay  in  commissioning 
the  Potedam,  New  York,  RBN,  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  is  herewith  changed  to  0901 
G.m.t.  October  10, 1974. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (73 
Stat.  749;  49  UA.C.  1846);  sec.  6(c),  Depart- 
nvent  of  Transportation  Act  (49  XJSC.  1686 
(c))) 


Issued  In  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  23, 
1974. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  Eastern  Reffion. 
(FR  Doc.74-17681  Pfled  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
SUBCHAPTER  D— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS 

[Regulation  SPE-77;  Arndt.  6] 

PART  378a— BULK  INCLUSIVE  TOURS  BY 
TOUR  OPERATORS 

Repeal  of  Part 

Ackipted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  <^ce  in  Washington,  D.C., 
July  29. 1974. 

Part  378a  of  the  Board’s  Special  Regu¬ 
lations  has.  In  effect,  expired  by  Its 
terms  ^  and  therefore  should  be  repealed. 
Since  r^;>eal  imposes  no  burden  on  any¬ 
one,  the  Board  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary  and  repeal  may  be  made  effective 
immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  repeals  Part  378a  of  the 
Special  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  378a) , 
effective  July  29, 1974. 

(Sec.  304  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended;  72  Stat.  743;  (49  U.S.C.  1324.) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
EffecUve :  July  29, 1974. 

Adopted;  July  29, 1974. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.74-17701  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 

Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 
SERVICE 

[TD.  74-304] 

PART  G— AIR  COMMERCE  REGULATIONS 

Duty  on  Foreign  Repairs  to  U.S.  Registered 
Aircraft  Engaged  in  Trade 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17269,  appearing  at 
page  27431  in  the  issue  for  Monday, 
July  29,  1974,  the  effective  date  in  the 
paragraph  above  the  signatures  in  the 
third  column  of  page  27431  is  corrected 
to  read:  “August  28, 1974.” 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  II— DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUS¬ 
TICE 

PART  1308— SCHEDULES  OF 
CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 
Exempt  Chemical  Preparations 
The  AdminlstraUu:  of  the  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration  has  rec^ved 


*  See  1 878a.4. 


applications  pursuant  to  §  1308.23  of 
Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  requesting  that  several  chemical 
prepckiations  containing  ccmtrolled  sub¬ 
stances  be  granted  the  exemptions  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  §  1308.24  of  Title  21  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

The  Administrator  hereby  finds  that 
each  of  the  following  chemical  prepara¬ 
tions  and  mixtures  is  intended  for  labo¬ 
ratory,  industrial,  educational,  or  special 
research  purposes.  Is  not  Intended  for 
general  administration  to  a  hiunan 
being  or  other  animal,  and  either  (a) 
contains  no  narcotic  controlled  substance 
and  is  packaged  in  such  a  form  or  con¬ 
centration  that  the  package  quantity 
does  not  present  any  significant  potential 
for  abuse,  (b)  contains  either  a  narcotic 
or  non-narcotic  controlled  strtistance  and 
one  or  more  adulterating  or  denaturing 
agents  in  such  a  manner,  combination, 
quantity,  proportion  or  concoatration, 
that  the  preparation  or  mixture  does  not 
present  any  potential  for  abuse,  or  (c) 
the  formulaticm  of  such  preparation  or 
mixture  mcorporates  methods  of  de¬ 
naturing  or  other  means  so  that  the  con¬ 
trolled  substance  cannot  m  practice  be 
removed,  and  therefore  the  preparation 
or  mixture  does  not  present  any  signifi¬ 
cant  potential  lor  abuse.  The  Admmis- 
trator  further  finds  that  exemption  of 
the  f(^owlng  chemical  preparations  and 
mixtures  is  consistent  with  the  public 
health  and  safety  as  well  as  the  needs 
of  researchers,  chemical  analysts,  and 
suppliers  of  these  products. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  202(d) 
of  the  Comprehensive  Ihw  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  CXinU-ol  Act  of  1970  (21 
UB.C.  812(d) ) ,  and  under  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Attorney  General  by  sec- 
Uons  301  and  501  (b)  of  the  Act  (21  n.S.C. 
821  and  871(b)  and  delegated  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad- 
mmistratkxi  by  S  0.100  of  Title  28  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (see  38  FR 
18386,  July  2,  1973)  the  Administrator 
hereby  orders  that  Part  1308  of  Title  21 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  By  amwKllng  i  1306.24(1)  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  chemical  preparations: 

S  1308.24  Exempt  chemical  prepara- 

tions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

<!)••• 
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Manaltwtanr  or  Mppta 


Pra4«Mli 


)  md  roy^or*!  Mtaiog 


Form  ct  prodoet  Data  of 

■PpMootfoa 


•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

• 

^  .  ■  .  •  ij  *  * 

Daa  8,1973 
Da 

Do. 

Da 

Do . 

AirfcMii  s<4idaira  (jkrtd _ — - — 

rwa  .  ^  - 

I' 

1“ 

3 

Ij 

.  Cai^oa _  Z 

Airwlnk  flnHA  Natiirol...,' 

Da 

n<,  _ _ -,7 

Alrwlek  Solid  Floral.  _ 

Do. 

T»n  -  - 

Ainrtek  Solid  Lcbiod _  _ 

Da 

rw»  _ 

Airwick  Solid  Rose . . . . . . 

Da 

•  # 

•  • 

• 

Amersham/Seerie  Corp . . . 

t2(n)-'HlLyserg{e  acid  diethylamide, 

Na  TRK.  46L 

Ampoule:  0.0Q3  mg.  to 
0.04  mg. 

May  22,1974 

•  • 

•  • 

• 

.  Package:  9.11  gm..  _ 

May  9, 1974 

Do . .  . 

.  Package:  18.2rgm _ _ 

Da 

Do . 

.  Package:  12.14  gm _ _ 

Da 

July  28,19n 

Sept  18,1971 

Do . 

No.  B79209. 

AuSure  H  CEP  Plate  No.  B78209.... 

..  Plate:  30  microUters  per 

well. 

lie  vessels  of  the  United  States  and/or 
commercial  vessels  be  excluded  fitun  ^is 
requirement.  These  recommendations 
have  validity  and  are  incorporated  in  the 
regulation  as  published  below.  One  rec¬ 
ommended  clarification  or  ^imination 
of  §  117.645(a)  which  sets  forth  certain 
standards  for  appiuM^nances  unessential 
to  navigation.  After  review  of  this  mat¬ 
ter  the  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  Its  elimination  is  the  logical  step 
to  follow  and  it  is  therefore  excluded 
in  this  section. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  revising  §  117.645  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.645  Sturgeon  Bay,  Wisconsin; 
bridges. 


Hyland  Division,  Travonol  Labo-  T-16 _ 

ratoriea,  Ine. 

Do . T-n _ 

Do _ T-W _ 

Do _ T-W . 

r>n  j _ T-aO _ 


Vial:  20  ml . Apr.  19, 1974 


-do. 


Vial;  60  ml _ 

. do . — 


InoWx  Corp.  Btomedleal  Dlvtaioii..  Barbltooa  Acetate  Bate,  Product 
Code  71-161-01. 

rw«  -  . . .  Barbitooe  Acetate  Buffer  with  Caldum 

Lactate,  Piquet  Code  71-1(B-01. 

Do _ _ _ _ _ Barbitone  C.F.T.  Diluent,  Product 

Code«S-l«S-ia 


Bottle:  12S  Km _ 

. do _ 

Bottle:  100  tablets. 


Do. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

• 

liar  29,1974 
Da 
Da 


Materials  A  TeohnoloKr  Systems,  Benzoyl  Eegonine. 
Ine. 

Do _ . . . 

Do . . 


Vial:  25  mg.  and  100  ms.  Apr.  18, 1974 


Do. 


Benioyl  E^onlne-Urine  Standard _ 

Benxoyl  E^onlne-Urlns  Standard 
LyophiHied. 

Cocaine-Urine  Standard. 


Vial:  25  ml.  3  mcK./ml... 
Vial;  75  meg . . 


Do _ Cocsino-UTlne  Standard  Lyopbitlied.. 

Do _ _ _ _ _ _ _  Methadone- Urine  Standard _ 

Do _ Methadone- Urine  Stasidard  Lyopbt- 

Uied. 

Do . . . PhenobarWtal-Urlne  Standard _ 

Do . . . . . .  Phenobarbltal-Urine  Standard  Ly- 

ophilited. 

Do . . . SacobarbitaLUrine  Standard . 

Do . . Secobarbitol-Urine  Standard  Lyophi- 

Used. 

Do . AmobarbltsJ-Urine  Standard . . 

Do . . Amobarbital-Urine  Standard  Lyophi- 

llzod. 


Vial:  25  ml.  3  mcg./ml...; 

Vial:  75  meg . . 

Vial:  26  3  xncg./nil.— 

ViaL-  76  meg _ 


Vial;  25  mL  5  mog./mL..: 
Vial:  125  meg . . 


Vial;  26  ml.  5  mcgTml.. 
Vial:  126  meg _ 

Vial:  25  ml.  5  mcgVml.. 
Vial;  126  meg _ 


Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 


b.  By  amending  i  1308.24(1)  by  deleting  the  ft^owing  chemical  preparatltms: 


Manufacturer  or  supplier 


ProdtKi  name  and  supplier’s  catalog 
number 


Form  of  product 


Dateoi 

appUoatiou 


E.  R.  Squibb  &  Sons,  Inc . .  AuSure  Barbital  Buffer  Powder,  Na  Vial;  1.61  gm - July  28, 197L 

B79209. 

Do . AuSure  CEP  Plate,  No.  B78209 . Plate:  40cc.  per  plate _ Sept  16, 19TL 


Effective  date.  This  order  is  effective 
July  31,  1974.  Any  Interested  person  may 
file  written  comments  (m  or  objections  to 
the  order  on  or  before  September  30, 
1974.  If  any  such  comments  or  objections 
raise  significant  Issues  regarding  any 
finding  of  fact  or  conclusion  of  law  upon 
which  the  order  Is  based,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  shall  Immediately  suf^nd  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  the  order  until  he  may  re¬ 
consider  the  application  In  light  of  the 
comments  and  (Ejections  filed.  There¬ 
after,  the  Administrator  shall  reinstate, 
revoke  or  amend  his  original  order  as  he 
determines  anHiropriate. 

Dated:  July  29, 1974. 

John  R.  Bartels,  Jr., 
Administrator,  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.74-l'n596  Piled  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  74-871 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Sturgeon  Bay,  Wisconsin 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Michigan  Street  drawbridge 
across  Sturgeon  Bay,  Wisconsin,  to  per¬ 
mit  closed  periods  from  May  15  through 
September  15.  TTiis  amendment  was  cir¬ 
culated  as  a  puUlc  notice  dated  Ainril  19, 
1974  by  the  Commander,  Ninth  Coast 
Guard  District  and  was  puUlshed  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (CGD  74-97)  on  April  9, 
1974  (39  FR  12870) .  Four  comments  were 
received.  Three  recfMnmended  that  pub- 


(a)  The  owners  of  or  agencies  con¬ 
trolling  the  highway  drawbridge  over 
Sturgeon  Bay  shall  provide  the  necessary 
tenders  and  the  proper  mechanical  ap¬ 
pliances  for  the  safe,  efficient  openings 
of  the  draw. 

(b)  Signals:  (1)  The  opening  signal 
shall  be  (me  long  blast  foUowed  by  (me 
short  Mast  of  a  whistle,  horn,  siren  or 
by  shouting. 

(2)  Acknowledging  Signals:  (D  When 
the  draw  win  open,  same  as  opening 
signal. 

(11)  When  the  draw  win  not  open  or 
Is  op^  and  must  be  closed — ^four  short 
blasts,  repeated  at  regular  Intervals  untU 
acknowledged  by  the  vesseL  As  socm  as 
the  draw  can  open,  the  drawtender  shaU 
sound  the  (mining  signal. 

(c)  Draw  Operation  Requirements: 
(1)  The  draw  of  the  railroad  bridge  shan 
be  maintained  In  the  fully  open  position. 

(2)  The  draw  of  the  highway  bridge 
shaU  open  as  f  oUows : 

(I)  From  March  15  through  May  14 
and  from  September  16  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31 — on  signal. 

(II)  From  May  15  through  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  from  6:00  pjn.  to  6:30  ajn. — on 
signid. 

(Ul)  From  May  15  through  September 
15,  from  6:30  a.m.  to  6:00  pjn. — on  the 
hour  smd  half-hour  provided  vessels  are 
waiting  to  pass.  However,  puMic  vessels 
of  the  United  States  and  ctumnerclal 
vessels  shaU  be  passed  through  the  draw 
on  signal  during  this  period. 

(hr)  From  January  1  through  March 
14 — on  slgmal  If  at  least  12  hours  notice 
Is  given. 

(d)  Clearance  gauges,  of  a  type  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commandant,  shall  be  In¬ 
stalled  on  the  upstream  and  downstream 
sides  of  the  drawbridge  by  and  at  the 
expense  of  the  owner  of  or  agency  con¬ 
trolling  the  bridge  and  such  gauges  shall 
be  kept  In  good  repair  and  legible 
(xmditlcm. 

(8ec.  5,  38  Stat.  382,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(S),  80  Stat.  937;  38  UA.O.  499,  40  UA.C. 
lSS6(g)  (3) ;  48  CFR  1.46(e)  (5).  S3  CFB  1.0&- 
1(c) (4)) 
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Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  September  2.  1974. 

Dated:  July  23. 1974. 

R.  L  Price, 

Rear  Admiral,  UJS.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief.  Office  of  MaHne  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

IFB  Doc.74-17685  PUed  8-1-74:8:46  am] 

Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  101 — FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER  E— SUPPLY  AND  PROCUREMENT 

[PPMR  Arndt.  B-1471 

PART  101-27— INVENTORY 
MANAGEMENT 

Subpart  101-273 — Maximizing  Use  of 
Inventories 

Revised  Criteria  por  Establishing 
Economic  Retention  Limits 

This  amendment  provides  updated  In¬ 
formation  based  upon  prevalUng  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  present  economy  for  agency 
use  in  establl^iing  economic  stock  re¬ 
tention  limits. 

Section  101-27.304-1  is  revised  as 
follows: 

§  101—27.304—1  Establishment  of  eco¬ 
nomic  retention  limit. 

An  economic  retention  limit  must  be 
established  for  inventories  so  that  the 
Government  will  not  incur  any  more  than 
the  minimum  necessary  costs  to  provide 
stock  of  an  item  at  the  time  it  is  required. 
Generally,  it  would  be  more  econc»nical 
to  dispose  of  stock  in  excess  of  the  limit 
and  procure  stock  again  at  a  futme  time 
when  the  need  is  more  proximate  rather 
than  incur  the  cumulative  carrying  costs. 

(a)  The  agency  managing  a  centrally 
managed  or  agency  managed  item  shall 
establish  an  economic  retention  limit  so 
that  the  total  cumulative  cost  of  carry¬ 
ing  a  stock  of  the  item  (including  interest 
on  the  capital  that  is  tied  up  in  the 
accumulated  carrying  costs)  will  be  no 
greater  than  the  reacqulsltion  cost  of 
the  stock  (Including  the  procurement  or 
order  cost).  Consideration  should  be 
given  to  any  significant  net  return  that 
might  be  realized  from  present  disposal 
of  the  stock.  Where  no  Informatiim  has 
been  Issued,  the  net  return  from  disposal 
is  assumed  to  be  zero.  Guidelines  for 
setting  stock  retention  limits  are  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  following  table  and  explana¬ 
tory  remarks  that  follow : 


Economic  retention  Rmlt  tai  yeon 
Annual  carrying  of  supply — net  return  on  dis- 


ooetsae*  peroent- 
aceolltom 
rwoqnisiUon  costs 

pcsal  M  •  psreeatage  of  ttem 
regequisition  costs 

0 

6 

10 

15 

20 

10 

7M 

«« 

6 

m 

15 

5VI 

5 

414 

4H 

4 

20 

*ii 

4 

3)i 

3)4 

25 

3)4 

SH 

3 

3 

30 

3 

2)4 

35 

2« 

2)4 

2 

40 

2M 

2)i 

2 

2 

m 

Notb:  Tbe  entries  In  the  tables  were  calcu¬ 
lated  by  determining  how  long  an  Item  must 
be  carried  In  Inventory  befcMe  the  total  cu¬ 


mulative  carrying  costs  (including  Interest 
on  the  additional  funds  that  would  be  tied 
vq>  in  the  accumulated  aimual  carrying  costs) 
would  exceed  the  acquisition  costs  of  the 
stock  at  that  time  (reacqulsltion  costs) .  For 
example,  assuming  no  net  return  freon  dis¬ 
posal.  the  accumulated  carrying  costs  com¬ 
puted  at  the  rate  of  25  percent  per  year  on 
the  reacqulsltion  cost  of  the  stock  and  com¬ 
pounded  annually  at  10  percent  (GSA’s  rec¬ 
ommended  rate  of  Interest  on  ^vernment 
Investments)  would  be: 


Years 

Compounded 
carrying  costs  as  a 
percentage  of 
reaquisition  costs 

Accumulated  costs  as 
a  percentage  of 
reacquisition  costs 

1 

27.5 

27.5 

2 

30.3 

57.8 

3 

33.3 

(tl.l 

4 

30.6 

127.7 

5 

40.3 

168.0 

6 

44.3 

212.3 

At  25  percent  a  year,  accumulated  carry¬ 
ing  costs  would  be  equivalent  to  the  re- 
acquisition  costs  after  3^  years.  Three 
and  one-half  years  is,  therefore,  the  eco¬ 
nomic  retentton  limit  for  items  with  a 
25  percent  annual  carrying  cost  rate. 
Where  an  activity  has  not  yet  estab¬ 
lished  an  estimate  of  its  carrying  cost,  an 
ft.nmift.1  rate  of  10  percent  may  be  used 
as  an  Interim  rate  thereby  resulting  in 
an  economic  retention  limit  of  7V^  years 
when  the  net  return  on  disposal  is  zero. 
The  elements  of  carrying  (holding)  cost 
are  given  in  the  GSA  Handbook,  The 
Economic  Order  Quantity  PrinciiHe  and 
Anillcations.  The  handbook  is  listed  in 
the  GSA  Supply  Catalog  and  may  be 
ordered  hi  the  same  manner  as  other 
items  in  the  catalog. 

(b)  The  economic  retention  limit  at 
a  user  stocking  activity  can  best  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Item  manager  (for  cen¬ 
trally  managed  or  agency  managed 
items)  on  the  basis  of  overall  Govern¬ 
ment  requirements  and  planned  procure¬ 
ment.  Since  stocks  in  long  supply  at  a 
user  stocking  activity  are  less  likely  to 
find  utilization  outlets,  the  reten^on 
limit  at  these  activities  should  be  rtia- 
tivdy  small.  Generally  the  economic  re¬ 
tention  limit  at  a  usm'  stocking  activity 
should  be  ciunputed  in  the  same  manner 
as  in  paragraph  (a)  oi  this  section  and 
then  reduced  by  70  percent. 

(8ec.  206(c) .  83  Stat.  800;  (40  UJ3.C.  486(c) ) ) 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  effec¬ 
tive  August  2, 1974. 

Dated:  July  24,  1974. 

Dwight  A.  Ink, 
Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 
[FR.  Doc.74-17549  Filed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


Title  42— Public  Health 

CHAPTER  I— PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

PART  52a— NATIONAL  HEART  AND  LUNG 
INSTITUTE  GRANTS  FOR  NATIONAL  RE¬ 
SEARCH  AND  DEMONSTRATION  CEN¬ 
TERS 

On  April  18,  1974  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 


Register  (39  FR  13895) ,  proposing  addi- ' 
tlon  of  a  new  part  52a  to  42  CFR  for  the 
purpose  of  implementing  section  415(b) 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  which 
authorizes  the  Director,  National  Heart 
and  Lung  Institute, 'to  make  grants  to 
plan,  establish,  strengthen,  and  support 
the  basic  operation  of  national  research 
centers  for  basic  or  clinical  research  into, 
training  in,  and  demonstration  of,  ad¬ 
vanced  diagnostic,  prevention,  and  treat¬ 
ment  methods  for  heart,  blood  vessel, 
lung,  and  blood  diseases. 

Interested  persons  were  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit,  on  or  before  May  17,  1974,  written 
comments  regarding  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations. 

One  comment  was  received,  objecting 
to  §  52a.8(b)  (2) ,  which  specifically  iden¬ 
tified  library  support  as  a  non-allowable 
cost.  This  provision  has  been  deleted 
frmn  the  final  regulations,  along  with 
the  remainder  of  S  52a.8(b),  and  S  52a.8 
(a).  Inasmuch  as  the  (Kist  principles 
covering  this  program  are  now  set  forth 
in  subpart  Q  of  45  CFR  Part  74  (incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  in  S  52a.ll). 

In  addition  to  the  foregc^ng,  a  few 
minor  changes  have  been  made  in  the 
regulations,  all  editorial  or  technical  in 
nature. 

This  part  shall  become  effective  on 
August  2, 1974. 

Dated:  June  25,  1974. 

Charles  C.  Edwards, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Approved:  July  25,  1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

AcUng  Secretary. 

Accordingly,  Title  42  of  the  Code  ctf 
Federal  Regulaticms  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  Part  52a,  as  follows: 

S^o 

62a.l  AppllcabUlty. 

62a.2  Deflnlticms. 

62a.3  EUgibUlty. 

62a.4  Application. 

62a.5  Program  requirements. 

52a.6  Grant  Awards. 

52a.7  Payment. 

52a.8  Expenditure  of  grant  funds. 

52a.9  Nondiscrimination. 

62a.l0  Hiiman  subjects;  animal  welfare. 
62a.ll  Appllcabimy  of  46  CFR  Part  74. 
62a.l2  Progress  and  fiscal  records  and  re¬ 
ports. 

62a.l3  Grantee  accountabUlty. 

62a.l4  Publications  and  copyright. 

62a.l5  Additional  conditions. 

Authoutt:  Sec.  216,  68  Stat.  690,  as 
amended  (42  VS.C.  216);  sec.  41&(b).  86 
Stat.  683  (42  U3.C.  287d(b) ) . 

§  52a.l  AppUcalulity. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  apply  to 
grants  (other  than  for  construction)  to 
plan,  establish,  strengthen,  and  support 
the  basic  operation  of  national  research 
and  demonstration  centers  feur  basic  or 
clinical  research  into,  training  in,  and 
demonstration  of  advanced  diagnostic, 
prevention,  and  treatment  methods  for 
heart,  blood  vessel,  lung,  and  blood  dis¬ 
eases,  as  authorized  by  section  415(b)  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
287d(b) ) . 
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S  52a.2  Definitions. 

(a)  ‘‘Act’*  means  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  ammded. 

(b)  **Dlrector,  NHIJ,”  means  the  Di¬ 
rector  (rf  the  National  Heart  and  Lung 
Institute  and  any  other  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  of  said  Institute  to  whom  the  au¬ 
thority  involved  has  been  delegated. 

(c) ^  “Nonprofit”  as  applied  to  any 
agency  or  institution  means  an  agency 
or  institution  which  is  a  corporation  or 
an  association  no  part  of  the  net  earnings 
of  which  Inures  or  may  lawfully  inure  to 
the  benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or 
individual. 

(d)  “Council”  means  the  National 
Heart  and  Lung  Advisory  Council  estab¬ 
lished  by  section  417(a)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  287f(a)). 

(e)  “Natl(mal  Program”  means  the 
National  Heart,  Blood  Vessel,  Lung,  and 
Blood  Disease  Program  referred  to  in  sec- 
ti(m  413  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  287b) 

§  52a.3  Eligibility. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  grant  under  this 
part,  an  applicant  must  be: 

(a)  a  public  or  nonprofit  private  hos¬ 
pital  or  school  of  medicine,  or  other  pub¬ 
lic  or  nonprofit  private  agency  or  institu¬ 
tion;  and 

(b)  located  in  a  State,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  the  Canal  Zone,  Guam,  American 
Samoa,  or  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands. 

§  52a.4  Application. 

(a)  Each  agency  or  institution  desiring 
a  grant  under  this  part  shall  submit  an 
application  in  such  form  and  manner 
and  on  or  before  such  dates  as  Uie  Direc¬ 
tor,  NHLI,  may  from  time  to  time  re- 
qmre.*  Such  application  shall  be  executed 
by  an  individual  authorized  to  act  for  the 
applicant  and  to  assmne  on  behalf  of  the 
applicant  the  obligations  Imposed  by  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  award,  in¬ 
cluding  the  regulations  of  this  part. 

(b)  In  accordance  with  section  1-00-30 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Grants  Administration 
Manual,'  each  private  institution  which 
does  not  already  have  on  file  with  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  evidence 
of  nonprofit  status,  must  submit  with  its 
application  acceptable  proof  of  such 
status. 


I  Single  Cities  of  the  National  Program  are 
available  upon  request  from  the  Dlvlaion  of 
Extramural  Affairs,  National  Heart  and  Lung 
Institute,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  9000 
RockvUle  Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014. 

*  Applications  and  instructions  are  availa¬ 
ble  from  the  Division  of  Extramural  Affairs, 
National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014. 

*The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Grants  Administration  Manual 
Is  available  for  public  Infection  and  copying 
at  the  Department’s  and  Regional  Offices’  In¬ 
formation  centers  listed  In  46  CfS  I  5.31  and 
may  be  purchased  froth  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  U.S.  Printing  Office,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.O.  30402. 


(c)  In  addition  to  any  ottier  pertinent 
infmmation  that  the  Director,  NHLI, 
may  require,  each  application  ^all  set 
forth  in  detail: 

(1)  The  personnel,  facilities,  and  other 
resources  currently  available  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  with  which  to  initiate  and  main¬ 
tain  the  prc^iosed  center  program; 

(2)  Any  basic  or  clinical  research, 
training,  or  demonstration  activities  in 
which  the  applicant  is  currently  engaged 
relating  to  advanced  diagnostic,  preven¬ 
tion,  or  treatment  methods  for  heart, 
blood  vessel,  lung,  or  blood  diseases;  the 
sources  of  funding  for  such  activities; 
and  the  relevance  of  these  activities  to 
the  National  Program; 

(3)  The  major  disease  area  or  areas 
(l.e.,  heart,  blood  vessel,  lung,  or  blood 
diseases)  on  which  the  applicant  would 
concentrate  if  awarded  a  grant  under 
this  part; 

(4)  The  names  and  qualifications  of 
the  center  director  and  key  staff  mem¬ 
bers  who  would  be  responsible  for  con¬ 
ducting  pr(HX)sed  activities  of  the  center; 

(5)  The  proposed  center  program,  in¬ 
cluding  propo^  research  and  demon¬ 
stration  projects  and  lnformatl<m  and 
education  activities,  and  the  relevance  of 
each  to  the  National  Program; 

(6)  The  opportimltles  that  would  be 
available  tor  training  of  professional 
personnel,  including  allied  health  pro¬ 
fessions  personnel; 

(7)  The  availability  of  community  re¬ 
sources  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
posed  activities; 

(8)  The  organizational  structure  of 
the  applicant; 

(9)  The  proposed  support  period  (not 
to  exceed  five  years) ;  a  detailed  budget 
including  a  list  of  other  anticipated 
sources  of  support;  and  a  justification 
for  Uie  amoimt  of  grant  funds  (not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $5,000,000  in  any  year) 
requested; 

(10)  Proposed  methods  for  monitoring 
and  evaluating  individual  activities  and 
the  overall  program;  and 

(11)  Proposed  methods  for  coordina¬ 
tion  of  center  activities  with  the  National 
Heart  and  Lung  Institute  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Program. 

§  52a. 5  Program  rccpiirements. 

An  approvable  application  must  pro¬ 
vide  assurances  that: 

(a)  The  proposed  program  will  Include 
all  of  the  following  componmts:  basic 
and  clinical  research  relating  to  the  ma¬ 
jor  disease  areas  on  which  the  appli¬ 
cant  would  concentrate;  plans  for  dem¬ 
onstrating  the  applicability  of  clinical' 
research  findings  in  such  disease  areas; 
information  and  education  activities  per¬ 
taining  to  such  disease  areas;  and  oppor- 
timities  for  training.  Including  training 
of  allied  health  professions  personnel; 

(b)  The  center  will  be  an  identifiable 
organizational  unit  of  the  applicant 
heculed  by  a  center  director  responsible 
for  the  center  program; 

(c)  The  applicant  will  have  staff,  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  other  resources  availaUe 
with  which  to  initiate  the  pnniosed  pro¬ 
gram;  and 


(d)  Any  significant  changes  in  the 
center’s  scientific  or  other  actlvltieB  will 
be  made  only  with  ttie  prior  an>i’oyal  of 
the  Director,  NHLI. 

§  52a.6  Grant  awards. 

(a)  Within  the  limits  of  funds  avail¬ 
able.  after  consultation  with  the  Coun¬ 
cil,  the  Director,  NHIJ,  may  award 
grants  to  applicants  with  proposed  pro¬ 
grams  which  in  his  judgment  best  pro¬ 
mote  the  purposes  of  section  415(b)  of 
the  Act,  taking  into  consideration  among 
other  pertinent  factors; 

(1)  Ihe  scientific  and  technical  merit 
of  the  overall  proposed  program  and  its 
individual  components; 

(2)  The  significance  of  said  program 
in  relation  to  the  goals  of  the  National 
Program; 

(3)  The  qualifications  and  experience 
of  the  center  director  and  other  key  per¬ 
sonnel; 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  the  coiter 
activities  would  be  coordinated  with  the 
National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute  and 
the  National  Program; 

(5)  The  extent  to  which  the  various 
cmnponente  of  the  proposed  program 
would  be  coordinated  into  one  multi¬ 
disciplinary  effort  within  the  center; 

(6)  The  administrative  and  manage¬ 
rial  capability  of  the  applicant; 

(7)  The  reasonableness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  budget  in  relation  to  the  proposed 
program; 

(8)  The  adequacy  of  the  methods  for 
monitoring  and  evaluating  the  overall 
program  and  its  components;  and 

(9)  The  degree  to  which  the  applica¬ 
tion  adequately  provides  for  the  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  S  52a.5. 

(b)  All  grant  awards  shall  be  in  writ¬ 
ing  and  shall  specify  the  period  of  sup¬ 
port  (not  to  exceed  five  years) .  the  total 
recommended  amount  of  funds  for  the 
entire  period  of  support,  the  approved 
budget  for  the  Initial  budget  period,  and 
the  amoimt  awarded  (not  in  excess  of 
$5,000,000  in  any  year)  for  the  Initial 
budget  period. 

(c)  Neither  the  approval  of  any  appli¬ 
cation  nor  any  grant  award  shall  cmnmit 
or  obligate  the  United  States  in  any  way 
to  make  any  additional,  supplemental, 
continuation,  or  other  award  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  approved  application  or  por- 
tiwi  thereof. 

(d)  The  amount  of  any  grant  award 
shall  be  determined  by  the  Director, 
NHLI,  on  the  basis  of  his  estimate  of  the 
sum  necessary  to  pay  all  or  part  of  the 
allowable  costs  for  the  budget  period  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  award. 

(e)  An  initial  period  of  support  may  be 
extended  by  the  Director,  NHLI,  for  ad¬ 
ditional  periods  not  in  excess  of  five  years 
each,  after  review  of  the  operations  of 
the  grantee  by  an  appropriate  scientific 
review  group  established  by  the  Directs. 
NHLI,  and  consultation  with  the  Council, 
except  that  if  an  additional  period  of 
support  Involves  only  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  funds  ^previously  awarded,  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Council  is  not  required. 
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§  52a.7  Payment. 

The  Director.  NHIJ,  shall  from  time 
to  time  make  payments  to  a  grantee  of 
all  or  a  portion  of  any  grant  award, 
either  in  advance  or  by  way  of  reimburse¬ 
ment.  for  expenses  incurred  or  to  be  in¬ 
curred  in  accordance  with  its  approved 
application. 

§  52a.8  Expenditure  of  grant  funds. 

(a)  Any  fimds  granted  pmsuant  to 
this  part  shall  be  expended  solely  for  the 
purposes  for  which  the  funds  were 
granted  in  accordance  with  the  improved 
application  and  budget,  the  regulations 
of  this  part,  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  award,  and  the  applicable  cost  prin- 
ciples  prescribed  by  subpart  Q  of  45  CFB 
Part  74. 

(b)  Any  unobligated  grant  funds  re¬ 
maining  in  the  grant  account  at  the 
close  of  a  budget  period  may,  with  prim* 
approval  by  the  EHrector,  NHLI,  be  car¬ 
ried  forward  and  remain  available  fm 
obligation  during  the  remainder  oi  the 
period  of  support  and  any  extensions 
thnc<rf  (m>proved  in  accordance  with 
§  52a.6(e)  of  this  part) ,  subject  to  such 
limitations  as  the  EMrei^r,  NHLI,  may 
prescribe.  The  amount  of  any  subsequent 
award  will  take  into  consideration  unob¬ 
ligated  grant  funds  remaining  in  the 
grant  account.  At  the  end  of  the  final 
period  of  support  any  unobligated  grant 
funds  remaining  in  the  grant  account 
must  be  refunded  to  the  Federal  Govem- 
moit. 

§  52a.9  NondiMcriminalion. 

(a)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Title  VI  of  the  CivU  Rights  Act 
of  1964  (78  Stat.  252,  42  U.S.C.  2000d 
et  seq.)  which  provides  that  no  person  in 
the  United  States  shall,  on  the  groimds 
of  race,  color,  or  national  origin,  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  participation  in,  be  denied 
the  benefits  of.  or  be  subjected  to  dis¬ 
crimination  under  any  program  or  activ¬ 
ity  receiving  Federal  financial  assistance. 

A  regulation  implementing  such  Title  VI, 
which  is  applicable  to  grants  made  imder 
this  part,  has  been  issued  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
with  the  approval  of  the  President  (45 
CFR  Part  80) . 

(b)  Att^tion  is  also  called  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Title  IX  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  and  in  particular 
to  section  901  of  such  Act  which  provides 
that  no  person  in  the  United  States  shall, 
on  the  basis  of  sex,  be  excluded  from 
participation  in,  be  denied  the  benefits 
of,  or  be  subjected  to  discrimination 
under  any  education  program  or  activity 
receiving  Federal  financial  assistance. 

(c)  Grant  funds  used  for  alterations 
and  renovations  shall  be  subject  to  the 
condition  that  the  grantee  shall  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  11246,  30  FR  12319  (Sept.  24, 
1965) ,  as  amended,  and  with  the  appli¬ 
cable  rules,  regulations,  and  procedures 
prescribed  pursuant  thereto. 

§  52a.l0  Humun  subject.^;  animal  wel¬ 
fare. 

No  award  may  be  made  under  this  part 
unless  the  applicant  has  complied  with: 


(a)  45  CPR  Part  46  and  any  other 
applicable  requlremente  pertaining  to 
ttie  protection  of  human  subjects. 

(b)  Chapter  1-43  of  the  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  Grants 
Administration  Manual  and  any  other 
applicable  requirements  concerning  ani¬ 
mal  wrifare. 

§  52a.ll  Applicability  of  45  CFR  Part 
74. 

The  provisions  of  45  CFR  Part  74, 
establishing  uniform  administrative  re¬ 
quirements  and  cost  principles,  shall 
apply  to  all  grants  under  this  part  to 
State  and  local  governments  as  those 
terms  are  defined  in  Subpart  A  of  that 
Part  74.  The  relevant  provisions  of  the 
following  subparts  of  Part  74  shall  also 
apply  to  grants  to  all  other  grantee  orga- 
nizatkms  under  this  part: 

46  CPR  Past  74 

Subpart 

A  GenercU 
B  Cash  Depositories 
C  Boudlng  and.  Insurance 
D  Retention  and  Custodial  Require¬ 
ments  for  Records 
P  Grant-Related  Inoome 
O  Matching  and  Cost  Sharing 
K  Grant  Payment  Requirements 
M  Grant  Closeout,  Suspension,  and 
Termination 
O  Property 
Q  Cost  Principles  . 

§  52a.l2  Progress  and  fiscal  records  and 

reports. 

Each  grant  award  shall  require  that 
the  grantee  maintain  such  progress  and 
fiscal  records  and  file  with  the  Director, 
NHU,  such  progress  and  fiscal  reports 
relatl^  to  the  conduct  and  results  of 
the  approved  grant  and  the  use  of  grant 
funds  as  the  Director,  NHU,  may  find 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
section  415(b)  of  the  Act  and  the  regula¬ 
tions. 

§  52a.  13  Grantee  accountability. 

(a)  All  payments  made  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  NHU,  Shan  be  recorded  by  the 
grantee  in  accounting  records  separate 
from  the  records  of  aU  other  grant  funds, 
including  funds  derived  from  other  grant 
awards.  With  respect  to  each  approved 
center  the  grantee  shall  accoimt  for  the 
sum  total  of  all  amounts  paid  by  pre¬ 
senting  or  otherwise  making  available  to 
the  Director,  NHU,  satisfactory  evidence 
of  expenditures  for  direct  and  indirect 
cost,  meeting  the  requirements  of  this 
part. 

(b)  Accounting  for  royalties.  Royalties 
received  by  grantees  from  cop>yrights  on 
publications  or  other  works  developed 
under  the  grant,  or  from  patents  or  In¬ 
ventions  conceived  or  first  actually  re¬ 
duced  to  practice  in  the  course  of  or 
imder  such  grant,  shall  be  accounted  for 
as  follows: 

(1)  State  and  local  governments. 
Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local 
government  as  those  terms  are  defined 
in  subpart  A  of  45  CFR  Part  74,  royalties 
shall  be  accounted  for  as  provided  in  45 
CPR  74.44. 

(2)  Grantees  other  than  State  and 
local  governments.  Where  the  grantee  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government  as  those 
terms  are  defined  in  subpart  A  of  45  CPR 


Part  74,  royalties  shall  be  accounted  for 
as  follows: 

(a)  Patent  royalties,  whether  received 
during  or  aft«:  the  grant  period,  shall 
be  govnmed  by  agreements  between  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
and  the  grantee,  pursuant  to  the  De¬ 
partment’s  patent  regulaticms  (45  CFR 
Parts  6  and  8) . 

(b)  Coiqrrlght  royalties,  whether  re¬ 
ceived  during  or  after  the  grant  period, 
shall  first  be  used  to  reduce  the  Federal 
share  of  the  grant  to  cover  the  costs  of 
publishing  or  producing  the  materials, 
and  any  royalties  in  excess  of  the  costs 
of  pubUahing  or  producing  the  materials 
shall  be  dlstrfl>uted  tn  accordance  with 
Chapter  1-420  of  the  Department  of 
Health,  Educatian.  and  Welfare  Grants 
Admlnlstratloii  Manual. 

§  52a.  14  I^Uications  and  copyright. 

(a)  State  and  local  governments. 
Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  as  those  terms  are  defined  in 
subpart  A  of  45  CFR  Pari  74.  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health.  Educatiem,  and  Wel- 
fare  copyright  requirement  set  forth  in 
45  CFB  74.140  sh^  apply  with  reflect 
to  any  book  or  other  copyrightable  ma¬ 
terials  devel<H>ed  or  resulting  from  an 
activity  supported  by  a  grant  under 
thispa^. 

(b)  Grantees  other  than  State  and 
local  govemMents.  Where  the  grantee  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government  as  those 
terms  are  defined  In  subpart  A  of  45  CFR 
Part  74,  except  as  may  otherwise  be  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  award,  the  grantee  may  copyright 
without  prior  aq;>proval  any  publications, 
films,  or  similsu:  materials  developed  or 
resulting  from  an  activity  supported  by 
a  grant  under  this  part,  subject  to  a 
royalty-free,  non-exclusive,  and  irrevoc¬ 
able  license  or  right  in  the  Government 
to  reproduce,  translate,  publish,  use,  dis¬ 
seminate  and  dispose  of  such  materials, 
and  to  authorize  others  to  do  so. 

§  52a. 15  Additional  conditions. 

The  Director,  NHLI,  may  with  respect 
to  any  grant  award  Impose  additional 
conditions  prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  any 
award  when  in  his  Judgment  such  con¬ 
ditions  are  necessary  to  assure  or  protect 
advancement  of  the  approved  program, 
the  interests  of  the  public  health,  or  the 
conservation  of  grant  funds. 

[PR  Doc.74-17609  Piled  6-1-74:8:45  am] 

Titl«43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 
CHAPTER  II— BUREAU  OF  LAND  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  IN¬ 
TERIOR 

APPENDIX — PUBUC  LAND  DRDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  5429] 

[Riverside  03582] 

CALIFORNIA 

Partial  Revocation  of  Public  Water  Reserve 
By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  hr  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  25,  1910,  43  n.S.C.  141  (1970),  and 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10355 
of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR  4831),  it  is  or¬ 
dered  as  follows : 
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1.  Executive  Order  No.  6116  of  AimtU  29, 
1933,  creating  Public  Water  Reserve  No. 
151.  as  amended  by  Public  Land  Order 
No.  814  of  /^rll  1. 1952,  Is  hereby  rev<^ed 
so  far  as  It  affects  the  following  described 
land: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
T.  5  S.,  R.  e  E., 

Sec.  28,  formerly  the  northerly  30.59  acres 
of  lot  6,  now  described  as  lot  13. 

The  area  described  aggregates  30.59 
acres  in  Riverside  County,  In  accordance 
with  the  supplemental  plat  of  sec.  28,  filed 
September  23, 1968. 

2.  This  revocation  Is  made  In  further¬ 
ance  of  an  exchange  under  section  8  of 
the  Act  of  Jime  28.  1934,  as  amended, 
43  U.S.C.315g(1970). 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  25, 1974. 

[PR  Doc.74-17639  Piled  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  5432] 

[Utah  0147788] 

UTAH 

Amendment  and  Correction  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  5414 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  sectlcm  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
of  June  10,  1920,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C. 
818  (1970) ,  and  pursuant  to  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  in 
DA-192-ntah,  it  Is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  1  of  Public  Land  Order 
No.  5414  of  February  13,  1974,  Powerslte 
Restoration  No.  650,  partially  revoking 
Powerslte  Withdrawal  No.  107,  which  ap¬ 
peared  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
February  20,  1974,  39  FR  6519,  Is  hereby 
amended  to  add  and  delete  the  following 
described  national  forest  lands  as  Indi¬ 
cated: 

Add: 

Ashlet  National  Porest 

SALT  LAKE  MERIDIAN 

T.  3  N.,  R  21  E., 
sec.  28,  SWV4NWV4. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  22  E., 
see.  7,  SS%NW]4« 

The  above  described  areas  aggregate 
80  acres. 

Delete: 

T.  3  N.,  R.  21  E., 
sec.  28,  SWV4SW^. 

T  2  N  R  22  E 

sec.  7,  (Nonexlstaut). 

2.  Paragrs4>h  2  of  PuMlc  Land  Order 
No.  5414  Is  hereby  amended  to  Include 
the  following  described  land  which  was 
inadvertently  omitted: 

SALT  LAKE  MERIDIAN 

T.  3  N.,  R.  21  B., 
sec.  29,  SViSV4. 

The  above  described  lands  ccmtain  160 
acres. 

3.  The  purpose  of  this  order  Is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  descriptions  In  paragraph  1  of 


subject  order,  and  to  add  lands  which 
wa«  Inadvertently  omitted  from  para¬ 
graph  2  of  said  order. 

4.  Of  the  lands  deleted  In  paragraph  1 
of  this  order  the  SEy4SWV4  of  sec.  7  Is 
nonexistant  and  SW^SW^  section  28 
Is  In  the  Ashley  National  Forest  and  has 
been  withdrawn  for  the  Flaming  Gorge 
National  Recreation  Area  imder  the  ju¬ 
risdiction  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  October  1, 
1968,  82  Stat.  904.  Subject  lands  will  not 
be  open  to  entry,  and  any  use  of  these 
lands  will  be  governed  by  the  provisions 
of  that  Act,  and  the  provisions  of  exist¬ 
ing  withdrawals. 

5.  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
promulgation  of  this  public  land  order  is 
not  a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  envi¬ 
ronment  and  that  no  detailed  statement 
pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of  1969, 
42  U.S.C.  section  4332(2)  (C) ,  Is  required. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

July  26,  1974. 

[PR  Doc.74-17660  FUeU  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  II— SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICE  (ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS).  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  205— GENERAL  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION— PUBUC  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

PART  249— SERVICES  AND  PAYMENT  IN 
MEDICAL  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Medicaid;  Financial  Penalty  for  Failure  to 
Provide  Child  Health  Screening  Services 

Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  December  19,  1973  at  38  FR 
34821,  implementing  secUon  299F  of  Pub. 
L.  92-603,  Social  Security  Amendments  of 
1972.  Requirements  were  specified  for 
the  application  of  a  financial  penalty 
against  States  which  fall  to  Inform 
AFDC  families  of  the  availability  of 
screening,  diagnosis  and  treatment  serv¬ 
ices  under  the  title  XIX  program  of 
medical  assistance,  or  to  provide  or  ar¬ 
range  for  such  services. 

Five  State  agencies,  eight  organiza¬ 
tions  and  one  Congressional  delegation 
req?onded.  Two  respondents  concurred 
in  the  regulation  as  proposed.  Several 
suggested  changes  which  could  be  made 
oi^  by  statute,  such  as  tq)pllcatlon  of 
the  penalty  against  title  XIX  rather 
than  AFDC  funds  or  postponement  of 
effective  date.  The  remaining  major 
comments  and  the  Depfurtment's  re¬ 
sponse  are  summarized  b^ow: 

1.  Minimum  screening  services.  A  re¬ 
spondent  stated  that  the  minimum  com¬ 
ponents  of  a  State  screening  program 
should  be  expanded  by  incorporating  the 
recommended  services  listed  In  the 
screening  guideline.  IyISA-PRa-21.  This 
would  be  liuqproprlate  at  this  time,  be¬ 
cause  States  need  fiexiblllty  to  meet  their 
own  particular  health  nee^  and.  In  fact, 
most  States  have  incorpmuted  the  rec¬ 
ommended  servioes. 


2.  Annual  written  notification  of 
AFDC  families.  Suggestions  were  that 
written  notice  be  optional;  that  States 
set  their  own  notification  schedules;  and 
that  in  addition  to  written  notice,  other 
more  aggressive  techniques  including 
personal  contact  be  required.  A  written 
notice  Is  the  most  practical  method  of 
complying  with  the  requisites  of  Con¬ 
gressional  Intent  Given  the  limited 
capability  of  States  to  relate  notification 
schedules  to  screening  schedules  on  an 
individual  basis,  and  the  fiow  of  recip¬ 
ients  in  and  out  of  the  assistance  pay¬ 
ments  syst^,  notification  no  less  often 
than  annually  is  a  reasmiatde  compro¬ 
mise.  With  respect  to  the  third  comment, 
the  purpose  of  the  regulation  Is  only  to 
prescribe  the  requirements  representing 
the  legal  minimum  necessary  to  avoid  a 
penalty,  m  Implementing  the  program. 
States  are  free  to  use  additional  means  to 
inform  recipients,  including  mass  media, 
educational  programs,  and  caseworker 
contacts. 

3.  Informing  the  medically  needy.  The 
suggesticxi  was  made  that  Congress  In¬ 
tended  the  Informing  process  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  the  medically  needy.  However, 
by  statute,  the  penalty  can  apply  only  to 
the  failure  to  Inform,  provide  or  arrange 
for  EPSDT  services  to  those  on  cash 
assistance. 

4.  Providing  necessary  transportation. 
The  requirement  was  Interpreted  to 
mean  provision  routln^y  of  tnmsporta- 
tion  for  all  Medicaid  dl^les.  This  is  not 
Intended;  the  regiilatlon  has  been  clari¬ 
fied  to  indicate  that  the  reference  is  sim¬ 
ply  to  the  existing  requirement  In  effect 
under  State  plans. 

5.  Provision  of  screening  within  60  days 
of  request,  and  of  diagnosis  and  treat¬ 
ment  within  60  days  of  screening.  Objec¬ 
tions  to  the  time  requirements  cited  the 
possible  difficulty  of  scheduling  appoint¬ 
ment  to  read  ‘*a  reasonable  period  nor- 
reclplents  or  scarcity  of  providers.  To  al¬ 
low  for  extenuating  clrciunstances,  the 
Department  has  changed  the  require¬ 
ment  to  read  “as  reasonable  period  nor¬ 
mally  not  to  exceed  60  days”  from  the 
date  of  request  or  screening. 

6.  Arrangement  for  treatment  not 
available  under  State  plans.  It  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  State  should  refer  eligible 
children  to  other  sources  for  uncovered 
services.  States  have  been  encouraged  to 
make  such  referrals  (MSA-PRG-21), 
and  this  is  also  Included  in  the  guide 
issued  with  this  regulation. 

7.  Informing  recipients  of  provider 
names  and  locations.  One  resJJbndent  In¬ 
terpreted  the  requirement  to  mean  that 
recipients  were  to  be  given  a  list  of  all 
pro^ders,  regardless  of  the  particular 
type  of  service  needed.  This  is  not  In¬ 
tended.  States  may  furnish  lists  geared 
to  service  needs.  It  was  also  suggested 
that  the  lists  be  provided  only  on  re¬ 
quest;  this  is  not  acceptable  since  such 
provision  Is  part  of  the  State’s  respon¬ 
sibility  for  arranging  for  services. 

8.  Reports  and  other  means  for  deter¬ 
mining  application  of  penalty,  and  docu¬ 
mentation  by  States.  Respondents  sug¬ 
gested  both  more  and  fewer  reporting 
and  documentation  requirements.  The 
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Department  does  not  believe  It  practi¬ 
cal  to  Inmoae  addltkmal  re<iulrements  at 
this  time,  sliKe  many  States  do  not  have 
the  necessary  capability,  rnie  reqnlre- 
ments  as  stated  are  the  minimum  neces¬ 
sary  to  assure  proper  application  of  the 
penalty,  which  relates  to  all  aspects  of 
informing  families  and  providing  and 
arranging  for  services.  In  administering 
any  statistical  reporting  system,  the  De¬ 
partment  will  allow  reasonable  time  pe¬ 
riods  for  collecting  and  reporting  data. 
One  respondent  suggested  the  reporting 
system  be  able  to  demonstrate  that  States 
will  develop  and  maintain  standards  for 
quality  of  care.  The  statutory  provisions 
relating  to  the  penalty  do  not  provide 
authority  to  establish  standards  for  qual- 
ity  of  care.  However,  existing  title  XIX 
regulations  require  States  to  assure  qual¬ 
ity  of  all  services  (45  CFR  249.10(a)  (B) ) . 

9.  Existing  enforcement  procedures. 
The  question  was  raised  whether  existing 
administrative  compliance  procedures 
are  replaced  by  the  penalty  provision. 
Congress  has  provided,  with  the  one  per¬ 
cent  penalty,  an  additional  penalty  for 
nonimplementation.  Existing  enforce¬ 
ment  authorities  also  remain  in  effect. 

Accordingly,  the  regulation  as  pro¬ 
posed  with  changes  noted  above  in  Items 
4  and  5  has  been  adopted.  A  technical 
change  has  also  been  made  to  clarify  that 
the  provision  for  reconsideration  of  im¬ 
position  of  a  penalty,  under  section  1116 
(d)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  applies  to 
the  WIN  and  family  planning  sanctions 
specified  in  §  205.146  (a)  and  (b)  as  well 
as  to  the  early  screening  penalty  (new 
§  205.146(d)). 

Chaqjter  n.  Title  45  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  205.146  of  Part  205  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (c)  and 
(d)  to  read  as  set  forth  below : 

§  205.146  Sperific  limhalionH  on  Fed- 

rral  flnanrial  participation  unilcr  title 
IV-A. 

«  *  *  *  • 

(c)  Penalty  for  failure  to  provide  early 
and  periodic  screening,  diagnosis  and 
treatment  of  children  under  Title  XIX 
of  the  Act — (1)  General.  Pursuant  to 
section  403(g)  of  the  Act,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  other  provision  of  this  chapter, 
total  payments  to  a  State  tinder  title 
rV-A  of  the  Act  for  any  quarter  of  any 
fiscal  year  beginning  on  or  after  July  1, 
1974,  shall  be  reduced  by  1  percentage 
point  (calculated  without  regard  to  any 
other  reduction  under  this  section!,  if 
the  State  fails  to; 

(i)  Inform  all  families  in  the  State 
receiving  Aid  to  Families  with  Dependent 
Children  under  the  State’s  title  IV-A 
plan  of  the  availabiUty  of  child  health 
screening  services  under  the  State’s  title 
XIX  plan.  For  purposes  of  this  provision, 
to  “inform”  means  to  notify  all  AFDC 
families  in  writing  no  less  often  than  an¬ 
nually  of  the  availability  of  the  early  and 
periodic  screening,  diagnosis  and  treat¬ 
ment  (EPSDT)  program  under  the  State 
title  XIX  plan  by  providing  pamphlets, 
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brochures,  or  other  written  materials, 
which  clearly  and  vecilioally  describe 
(A)  what  EE^SDT  services  are  avaUalds 
and  (B)  where  and  how  they  may  be  ob¬ 
tained.  States  must  also  have  arrange¬ 
ments  to  Inform  those  indlvidtials  for 
whom  printed  material  is  inappr(H>riate. 

(11)  Provide  or  arrange  for  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  such  screening  services  in  all  cases 
where  they  are  requested.  This  means 
that  a  State  must: 

(A)  Inform  recipients  requesting 
screening  services  of  the  names  and  loca¬ 
tions  of  providers  offering  such  services, 
and  of  the  transportation  services  avail¬ 
able  under  the  State  plan  as  required 
under  i  249.10(a)  (5)  of  this  chapter; 
and 

(B)  Take  steps  to  assist  recipients  re¬ 
questing  screening  services  so  that  such 
recipients  are  able  to  receive  them  within 
a  reasonable  period  normally  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  60  days  from  the  date  of  request. 

(ill)  Arrange  for  (directly  or  through 
referral  to  appropriate  agencies,  organi¬ 
zations,  or  individuals)  corrective  treat¬ 
ment  the  need  for  which  is  indicated  by 
such  screening  services  and  which  Is 
available  under  the  State  plan  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  249.10(a)  (3)  of  this 
chapter.  TTils  means  that  the  State  must : 

(A)  Inform  recipients  in  need  of  diag¬ 
nostic  and  treatment  services  of  the 
names  and  locations  of  hesdth  providers 
offering  such  services,  and  of  the  trans¬ 
portation  services  available  under  the 
State  plan  as  required  under  S  249.10(a) 
(5)  of  this  chapter;  and 

(B)  'I'ake  steps  to  assist  recipients 
needing  diagnostic  and  treatment -serv¬ 
ices  so  that  such  recipients  are  able  to 
receive  them  within  a  reasonable  Ume 
period.  Initial  diagnosis  and  treatment 
must  be  avEdlable  normally  within  60 
dELys  of  the  screening. 

(2)  Application  of  penalty,  (i)  The 
penalty  will  be  applied  cm  a  quarterly 
basis,  beginning  with  the  quarter  starting 
July  1,  1974. 

(li)  Determination  of  whether  the  pen¬ 
alty  is  aiH>llcable  will  be  based  on: 

(A)  Reports  from  States  on  actual 
compliance  in  practice  with  the  condi¬ 
tions  specified  in  parsigraph  (c)(1)  of 
this  section;  and 

(B)  Such  other  surveys  or  reviews  as 
may  be  deemed  necesssuy  by  SRS. 

(3)  Documentation.  States  must  be 
able  to  document  that  they  have  met 
each  ccmditkm  of  paragraph  (c)  (1)  of 
this  section  and  shall  provide  r^?orts 
thereon  as  prescribed  in  this  regulation 
Find  in  Program  Regulation  Guides  and 
Program  Instructions  Issued  by  SRS. ' 

(d)  Reconsideration  of  penalty  imposi¬ 
tion.  Whenever  a  penalty  is  imposed 
imder  the  provisions  of  this  section,  the 
State  shall  be  entitled  to  and  upon  re¬ 
quest  shall  receive  a  reconsideration  of 
the  imposition  of  the  penalty  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  1116(d)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  and  regulations  issued 
thereunder. 

2.  Section  249.10<a)  (3)  is  revised  as  set 
forth  below: 
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S  249.10  Amount,  duration,  and  scope 

of  Bscdical  aasistanee. 

(a)  State  plan  requirements.  *  •  * 

(3)  In  carrying  out  the  requirements 
in  paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this 
paragraph  with  respect  to  the  item  of 
care  set  forth  in  ptu’agnqih  (b)  (4)  (ii)  of 
this  section,  provide: 

(i)  For  establishment  of  administra¬ 
tive  mechanisms  to  Identify  available 
screening  and  diagnostic  facilities,  to  as¬ 
sure  that  individuals  under  21  years  of 
age  who  are  eligible  for  medicEtl  assist¬ 
ance  may  receive  the  services  of  such 
f£u:ilities,  and  to  msike  avtdlable  such 
services  as  may  be  Included  under  the 
State  phax; 

(il)  For  identification  of  all  eligible 
individUEds,  Including  those  who  are  in 
need  of  medlcsd  or  remedial  care  and 
services  furnished  through  title  V 
grwtees,  and  for  assuring  that  individ¬ 
uals  eligible  for  title  V  services  are  in¬ 
formed  of  such  services  and  are  referred 
to  title  V  grantees  for  care  and  services, 
as  appropriate; 

(iii)  For  agreements  to  assure  maxi¬ 
mum  utilization  of  existing  screening, 
dlELgnostlc,  and  treatment  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  other  public  and  volimtary  agen¬ 
cies  such  as  child  health  clinics,  OEO 
Neighborhood  Health  Centers,  day  care 
centers,  nursery  schools,  school  health 
prognuns,  fEunlly  plEuining  clinics,  ma¬ 
ternity  clinics,  and  similar  facilities; 

(iv)  That  early  and  periodic  screening 
and  diagnosis  to  ascertain  physical  and 
mental  defects,  and  treatment  of  con- 
ditlcms  discovered  within  the  limits  of 
the  State  plan  on  the  amount,  duration, 
and  scope  of  care  and  services,  will  be 
available  to  sill  eligible  individuals  under 
21  years  of  age;  and  that,  in  luldition, 
eyeglasses,  hearing  aids,  and  other  kinds 
of  treatment  for  visual  and  hearing  de¬ 
fects,  and  at  least  such  dental  care  as 
is  necessELry  for  relief  of  psdn  and  infec¬ 
tion  and  for  restoration  of  teeth  and 
mEdntenance  of  dentEd  heEdth,  will  be 
available,  whether  or  not  otherwise  in¬ 
cluded  imder  the  State  plsin,  subject, 
however,  to  such  utilization  controls  as 
may  be  Imposed  by  the  StEite  Eigency. 
See  §  205.146(c)  of  this  chapter  relating 
to  reduction  in  Federal  finEinclEd  partici¬ 
pation  under  title  IV-A  of  the  Act  for 
failure  to  provide  early  and  periodic 
screening,  diagnosis,  smd  treatment  of 
children. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(Sec.  1102,  49  Stat.  647  (42  U.S.C.  1302) ) 

Effective  date.  These  regulsdions  shall 
be  effective  July  1, 1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  18.714,  Medical  Assistance  Program 
and  18.761,  Public  Asidstance — Maintenance 
Assistance  (State  Aid) ) . 

Dated:  May  30, 1974. 

Jakes  S.  Dwight,  Jr., 
Administrator.  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved;  July  18,  1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Seeretarg. 
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CHAPTER  XIII— Office  of  Human  Develop¬ 
ment,  Department  of  tteaRh,  Education, 
and  Welfare 

part  1302— policies  and  PROCEDURES 
FOR  SELECTION,  INITIAL  FUNDING. 
AND  REFUNDING  OF  HEAD  START 
GRANTEES,  AND  FOR  SELECTION  OF 
REPLACEMENT  GRANTEES 


vide  career  development  opportunities  to 
Head  Start  staff.  Section  1302.3-2  was 
the  subject  of  a  clarifying  amendment  as 
to  the  circumstances  for  restoring 
grantee  financial  viability  by  an  Increase 
In  the  Federal  grant. 

Effective  date.  These  regulations  are 
effective  August  2,  1974. 


Notice  of  pressed  rulemaking  setting 
forth  policies  and  procedures  for  selec¬ 
tion,  initial  funding,  and  refimding  of 
Head  Start  grantees,  and  for  selection  of 
replacement  grantees  was  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  at  39  FR  6723  on 
February  22,  1974.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  on  or 
before  March  25,  1974.  By  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  April  1,  1974,  some  214  letters  from 
8  regions  had  been  received. 

Comments  received  that  were  numer¬ 
ically  and  otherwise  significant  fall  into 
the  following  five  categories: 

1.  In  the  selection  of  replacement 
grantees  there  should  be  consultation 
with  parents  and  representatives  of  com¬ 
munities  other  than  government  officials. 

2.  When  replacing  grantees,  contin¬ 
ued  employment  of  present  staff  should 
be  better  protected. 

3.  Orantees  should  be  assured  refund¬ 
ing  until  appeal  rights  are  exhausted. 

4.  There  should  be  specific  national  cri¬ 
teria  for  the  selection  of  grantees. 

5.  Appeal  rights  should  be  clarified 
and  strengthened. 

The  views  expressed  in  the  comments 
were  given  careful  review  and  consider¬ 
ation.  The  first  category,  supported  by 
65.8  percent  of  the  comments  received, 
was  accepted  and  is  reflected  in  an 
amendment  to  i  1302.1-3.  The  second 
category,  with  54.2  percent  support,  ap¬ 
peared  to  be  based  on  the  fear  that 
standards  of  employment  would  change 
causing  personnel  to  be  dropped  upon 
replacement  of  grantees.  This  Is  seen 
as  unfounded,  and  the  category  of  com¬ 
ment  was  not  adopted  as  a  basis  of 
amendment  of  the  regxflations.  Section 
1302.2-2  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  were  amended, 
however,  to  clarify  the  special,  compara¬ 
tive  criteria  to  be  applied  in  the  selec- 
tkm  of  replacement  grantees.  The  third 
and  fifth  categories,  each  supported  by 
less  than  20  percent  of  the  comments,  are 
not  germane  to  these  regulations.  They 
are  covered  In  proposed  regulations  pro¬ 
viding  for  appeals  procedures  currently 
under  Departmental  review  which,  it  Is 
expected,  will  be  published  as  a  notice 
of  propo^  rulemaking  In  the  near  fu¬ 
ture.  Category  4  also  simported  by  less 
than  20  percent  of  the  comments,  was 
based  on  the  fear  that  grantee  Ejections 
would  be  made  on  other  than  sound  pro¬ 
gram  reasons.  It  Is  believed  that  this  will 
not  happen,  and  that  the  regulations  as 
published  provide  a  reasonable  program 
base  for  making  selections  among 
grantee  applicants. 

In  addition,  §  1302.2-1  was  amended  to 
further  emphasize  the  Importance  of  the 
parent  Involvement  policy  In  the  Head 
Start  program,  as  well  as  the  need  to 
employ  target  area  residents  and  to  pro- 


Dated:  July  26,  1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.800— -Child  Development — Head 
Start) 
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Secretary  of  Health,  ESducation,  and  Welfare, 
38  FR  19281. 


Subpart  A — General 
S  1302.1—1  Pwrpose  and  scope. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  Is  to  set  forth 
pohcles  and  procedures  for  the  selection, 
initial  funding  and  refunding  of  Head 
Start  grantees  and  for  the  selection  ot 
replacemmt  grantees  In  the  event  of  the 
voluntary  or  Involuntary  termination,  or 
denial  or  refunding,  of  Head  Start  pro¬ 
grams.  It  particularly  ixrovldes  for  con¬ 
sideration  oi  the  need  for  sdectlon  of  a 
r^lacement  grantee  where  the  continu¬ 
ing  eligibility  (legal  status)  and  fiscal 
ci4>abllity  (financial  viability)  of  a 
grantee  to  operate  a  Head  Start  program 
Is  cast  in  doubt  by  the  cessation  of  fund¬ 
ing  under  section  221  the  Act  or  by 
the  occurrence  of  s<xne  other  major 
change.  It  Is  Intended  that  Head  Start 
programs  be  administered  effectively  and 
responsibly;  that  i4)plicants  to  admin¬ 
ister  programs  receive  fair  and  eqxiltable 
consideration:  and  that  the  legal  rights 
of  current  Head  Start  grantees  be  fully 
protected. 

§  1302.1—2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part — 

(a)  The  term  “Act”  means  The  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964. 


(b)  The  term  “community  action, 
agency”  means  a  public  or  private  non¬ 
profit  agency  or  organization  designated 
as  a  community  action  agency  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity  pursuant  to  section  210(a)  or 
section  210(d)  of  the  Act. 

(c)  The  term  “community  action  pro¬ 
gram”  means  a  program  operated  by  a 
community  action  agency. 

(d)  The  term  “Head  Start  grantee”  or 
“grantee”  means  a  public  or  private  non¬ 
profit  agency  or  organization  whose  ap¬ 
plication  to  operate  a  Head  Start  pro¬ 
gram  pursuant  to  section  222(a)(1)  of 
the  Act  has  been  approved  by  the  re¬ 
sponsible  OC7D  official. 

(e)  The  term  “legal  status”  means  the 
existence  of  an  applicant  or  grantee  as 
a  public  agency  or  organization  under 
the  law  of  the  State  in  which  it  is  lo¬ 
cated,  or  existence  as  a  private  non¬ 
profit  agency  or  organization  as  a  legal 
entity  recognized  imder  the  law  of  the 
State  In  which  It  Is  located.  Existence  as 
a  private  non-profit  agency  or  organiza¬ 
tion  may  be  established  under  applicable 
State  or  Federal  law. 

(f )  The  term  “approvable  application” 
means  an  application  for  a  Head  Start 
program,  either  as  an  Initial  application 
or  as  an  application  to  amend  an  ap¬ 
proved  application  covering  an  on-going 
Head  Start  program,  which.  In  addition 
to  showing  that  the  applicant  has  legal 
status  and  financial  viability,  provides 
for  comprehensive  services  for  children 
and  families  and  for  effective  and  re¬ 
sponsible  administration  which  are  in 
conformity  with  the  Act  and  applicable 
regulations,  the  Head  Start  Manual  and 
Head  Start  pohcles,  with  special  refer¬ 
ence  to: 

(1)  Head  Start  Program  Performance 
Standards— OCD  Notice  N-30-364-1 
(TN-73.1) : 

(2)  Program  Options  for  Project  Head 
Start— 4XT>  Notice*  N-30-334-1  (TN- 
72.1); 

(3)  Employment  of  non-profes- 
slonals — ^Head  Start  Manual,  p.  16,  para, 
b;  and 

(4)  The  Parents — ^Instruction  1-30, 
Sectlvm  B.2. 


These  Issuances  may  be  obtained  from 
the  responsible  OCD  official. 

(g)  The  term  “financial  viability” 
means  the  capability  of  an  applicant  or 
the  ccmtlnuing  capability  of  a  grantee  to 
furnish  the  non-Federal  share  of  the  cost 
of  (grating  an  approvable  or  approved 
Head  Start  program. 

(h)  The  term  “CKTD”  means  the  Office 
of  Child  Devel(^m«it  In  the  Office  of 
Human  Development  in  the  D^artment 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and 
Includes  regional  staff. 

(1)  The  term  “responsible  (X:d  offi¬ 
cial”  means  the  official  who  Is  authorized 
to  make  the  grant  In  question. 

S  1302.1-3  Conswltation  with  ptibliv  of¬ 
ficials  and  consumers. 

Responsible  OCD  officials  will  ccmsult 
with  Governors,  or  their  representatives, 
appropriate  local  general  purpose 
government  officials,  and  Head  Start 
Policy  CTovmcU  and  other  appropriate 
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representatives  of  communities  to  be 
served  on  the  proposed  replacement  of 
Head  Start  grantees. 

§  1302.1—4  Transfer  of  unexpended 
balances. 

When  r^lacing  a  grantee,  imexpended 
balances  of  fimds  in  the  possession  of 
such  grantee  in  the  fiscal  year  following 
the  fiscal  year  for  which  the  funds  were 
appropriated  may  be  transferred  to  the 
replacement  grantee  if  the  approved  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  replacement  grantee  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  continuation  of  the  Head 
Start  services  without  significant  change 
to  the  same  enrollees  and  their  parents 
and  undertakes  to  offer  employment  to 
the  staff  of  the  terminating  grantee.  A 
letter  of  concurrence  in  the  change 
should  be  obtained  from  the  terminating 
grantee  whenever  possible. 

§  1302.1—5  Notice  for  show  cause  and 

hearing. 

Actions  to  be  taken  pursuant  to  this 
part  to  suspend,  deny  refunding  of  or 
terminate  grants  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  604(2)  and  (3)  of 
the  Act  with  respect  to  giving  grantees 
reasonable  notice  and  opportunity  to 
show  cause  why  the  action  should  not  be 
taken  (in  case  of  suspension  or  denial  of 
refimding)  or  opportimity  for  a  full  and 
fair  hearing  (in  case  of  termination) . 

Subpart  B — Bases  for  Selection  of 
Grantees 

§  1302.2-1  Selection  among  applicants. 

The  basis  for  making  a  selection 
among  applicants  for  a  Head  Start  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  the  extent  to  which  the 
application  selected  reasonably  promises 
the  most  effective  and  responsible  Head 
Start  program  of  the  approvable  appli¬ 
cations  submitted  in  terms  of  (a)  the 
cost-effectiveness  of  the  program  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  provided;  (b)  the  qualifica¬ 
tions  and  experience  of  the  applicant  in 
planning,  organizing,  and  providing  com¬ 
prehensive  child  development  services  at 
the  community  level;  (c)  the  provisions 
made  for  direct  participation  of  parents 
in  the  planning,  conduct  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  program;  (d)  the  opportuni¬ 
ties  provided  for  employment  of  target 
area  residents  and  career  development 
opportunities  for  paraprofessional  and 
other  staff;  (e)  the  suitability  of  the  fa¬ 
cilities  and  equipment  proposed  to  be 
utilized  in  carrying  out  the  Head  Start 
program:  and  (f )  the  administrative  and 
fiscal  capabilities  of  the  applicant  to  aA- 
minister  all  Head  Start  programs  carried 
out  in  the  community. 

§  13(12.2—2  Selection  among  applicants 
to  replace  grantee. 

The  bases  for  making  a  selection 
among  applicants  which  submit  approv¬ 
able  applications  to  replace  a  grantee, 
in  addition  to  the  basis  in  §  1302.2-1  of 
this  Part,  shall  be: 

<ai  The  extent  to  which  provision  is 
made  for  a  continuation  of  services  to 
the  eligible  children  who  have  been  par¬ 
ticipating  as  enrollees  in  the  program; 

»b)  The  extent  to  which  provision  is 
made  for  continuatiem  of  services  to  the 


target  area  or  areas  served  by  the  pro¬ 
gram;  and 

(c)  The  extent  to  which  i^visloa  Is 
made  for  continued  onploymeni  by  the 
applicant  of  the  qualified  personnel  of 
the  existing  program. 

§  1302.2—3  Community  action  agency 
priority. 

So  long  as  the  Economic  Opportunity 
Act  is  in  effect,  applications  of  commu¬ 
nity  action  agencies  as  initial  or  replace¬ 
ment  applicants  for  new  Head  Start  pro¬ 
grams  or  as  grantees  for  refimding  shall 
have  priority  over  other  applications 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  section 
222(a)  of  the  Act  for  the  inclusion  of 
Head  Start  programs  in  community  ac¬ 
tion  programs  and  §§  1302.2-1  and 
1302.2-2  of  this  Part. 

Subpart  C — Change  in  Grantee  Requiring 
Amendment  of  Approved  Application  or 
Replacement  of  Head  Start  Program 

§  1302.3—1  Grantee  to  show  both  legal 
status  and  financial  viability. 

(a)  Upon  the  occurrence  of  a  change 
in  the  legal  condition  of  a  grantee  or  of 
a  substantial  diminution  of  the  financial 
resources  of  a  grantee,  or  both,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  such  as  might  result  from  cessa¬ 
tion  of  grants  to  the  grantee  imder 
section  221  of  the  Act,  the  grsmtee  is 
required  within  30  days  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  regulations  in  this  Part  or 
the  date  the  grantee  has  notice  or 
knowledge  of  the  change,  whichever  is 
later,  to  show  in  writing  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  responsible  OCD  official 
that  it  has  and  will  continue  to  have 
legal  status  and  financial  viability. 
Failure  to  make  this  showing  may  result 
in  suspension,  termination  or  denial  of 
refunding. 

(b)  The  responsible  CX)D  official  will 
notify  Uie  grantee  in  writing  of  the  de¬ 
cision  as  to  the  grantee’s  legal  status  and 
financial  viability  within  30  days  after 
receiving  the  grantee’s  written  sub¬ 
mittal. 

(c)  When  it  is  consistent  with  proper 
and  efficient  administration,  the  respon¬ 
sible  OCTD  official  may  extend  a  grantee’s 
program  year  to  end  on  the  date  when  a 
change  in  its  legal  condition  or  a  sub¬ 
stantial  diminution  of  financial  re¬ 
sources,  or  both,  is  scheduled  to  take 
place. 

§  1302.3—2  Grantee  showrs  legal  status 
but  not  financial  viability. 

(a)  If  a  grantee  shows  legal  status  but 
impaired  financial  viability  the  responsi¬ 
ble  (X)D  official  will  entertain  a  timely 
request  for  amendment  of  the  grantee’s 
approved  application  which  restores  the 
grantee’s  financial  viability  either  by  a 
reduction  in  the  program  which  produces 
minimum  disruption  to  services  and 
functions,  or  by  an  amendment  which  in¬ 
corporates  essential  functions  and  serv¬ 
ices  not  previously  funded  as  part  of  the 
total  cost  of  the  Head  Start  program, 
and,  therefore,  requires  an  Increase  in 
the  amount  of  the  Head  Start  grant  but 
which  will  not  result  in  a  Federal  share 
of  the  total  cost  of  the  Head  Start  pro¬ 
gram  in  excess  of  the  percentage  author¬ 


ized  by  the  Act  or  applicable  regulations. 

In  considering  such  a  request  which  in¬ 
cludes  an  Increase  in  the  Head  Start 
grant  the  responsible  OCD  official  will 
take  into  account  the  funds  available  to 
him  for  obligation  and  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  is  omsistent  with  that  dis¬ 
tribution  of  Head  Start  funds  which: 

(1)  Maximizes  the  number  of  chil¬ 
dren  served  within  his  area  of  responsi¬ 
bility,  or  in  the  case  of  experimental  or 
demonstration  programs,  the  experi¬ 
mental  or  demonstration  benefits  to  be 
achieved,  and 

(2)  Maintains  approximately  the  same 
distribution  of  Head  Start  program 
funds  to  States  as  exist  during  the  fiscal 
year  in  which  his  decision  is  made. 

(b)  A  request  for  amendment  will  be 
considered  to  be  timely  if  it  is  Included 
with  the  written  submittal  required  by 
§  1302.2-l(a)  of  this  Part,  submitted 
within  30  days  after  receiving  the  notice 
required  by  §  1302.3-1  (b)  of  this  Part,  or 
submitted  as  a  part  of  a  timely  applica¬ 
tion  for  refunding. 

(c)  The  grantee  will  be  notified  in 
writing  by  the  responsible  OCD  official 
within  30  days  after  submission  of  the 
requested  amendment  of  the  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  requested 
amendment.  If  the  requested  amendment 
is  disapproved  the  notice  will  contain  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  for  disapproval. 

§  1302.3—3  Suspension  or  termination 
of  grantee  which  shows  financial  via¬ 
bility  but  not  legal  status. 

If  a  grantee  falls  to  show  that  it  will 
continue  to  have  legal  status  after  the 
date  of  change  even  though  it  may  show 
financial  viability,  the  grant  shall  be 
suspended  or  terminated  or  refunding 
^all  be  denied  as  of  the  date  of  change. 
If  it  appears  reasonable  to  the  responsi¬ 
ble  OCD  official  that  the  deficiency  in 
legal  status  will  be  corrected  within  30 
days  he  may  suspend  the  grant  for  not 
to  exceed  30  days  after  the  date  of  change 
or  the  date  of  submission  of  a  timely  re¬ 
quest  for  amendment.  If  such  correction 
has  not  been  made  within  the  30  day 
period  the  grant  shall  be  terminated. 

§  1302.3—4  Suspension  or  termination 
of  grantee  which  shows  legal  status 
but  not  financial  viability. 

(a)  If  the  date  of  change  of  financial 
viability  precedes  or  will  precede  the  end 
of  the  grantee’s  pre^nram  year  the  grant 
will  be  suspended  or  terminated  on  that 
date,  or,  if  a  request  for  amendment  has 
been  submitted  under  §  1302.3-2  of  this 
Part,  upon  written  notice  of  disapproval 
of  the  requested  amendment,  whichever 
is  later.  If  it  appears  reasonable  to  the 
responsible  (XHJ  official  that  the  defi¬ 
ciency  in  financial  viability  will  be  cor¬ 
rected  within  30  days  he  may  suspend  the 
grant  for  not  to  exceed  30  days  after  the 
date  of  change  or  notice  of  disapproval. 
If  such  correction  has  not  been  made 
within  the  30  day  period  the  grant  will 
be  terminated. 

§  1302.3—5  Denial  of  refunding  of 
grantee. 

(a)  If  the  date  of  change  will  coincide 
wiUi  or  will  come  after  the  end  of  the 
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program  year  and  the  grantee  has  no* 
tice  or  knowledge  of  such  change  prior 
to  the  end  of  the  program  year  any  action 
taken  to  approve  the  grantee’s  s^plica- 
tion  for  refunding  for  the  following  pro¬ 
gram  year  shall  be  subject  to  rescission 
or  ratification  depending  upon  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  responsible  OCD  official  on 
the  grantee’s  legal  status  and  financial 
viability  and  on  any  requested  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  grantee.  If  the  re¬ 
quested  amendment  is  disapproved  the 
responsible  OCD  official  may  extend  the 
program  year  in  accordance  with  §  1302.- 
3-1  (c)  of  this  part. 

(b)  If  the  date  of  change  coincides 
with  the  end  of  the  program  year  and 
the  grantee  does  not  have  notice  or 
knowledge  of  the  change  prior  thereto 
and  the  grantee’s  application  for  re¬ 
funding  for  the  following  program  year 
has  been  approved,  such  approval  shall 
be  subject  to  rescission  or  ratification 
depending  upon  the  decision  of  the  re¬ 
sponsible  OCD  official  on  the  grantee’s 
legal  status  and  financial  viability  and 
on  any  requested  amendment  submitted 
by  the  grantee. 

(c)  If  the  date  of  change  will  conicide 
with  or  will  come  after  the  end  of  the 
program  year  and  if  the  responsible 
OCD  (^ial  has  prior  notice  thereof 
frcHn  the  grantee  or  other  official  source 
such  as  the  United  States  Office  of  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity,  action  to  approve 
any  application  for  refunding  submitted 
by  the  grantee  shall  be  deferred  pending 
decision  by  the  responsible  OCD  official 
on  the  grantee’s  legal  status  and  finan¬ 
cial  viability  and  any  requested  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  grantee. 

(d)  When  the  responsible  OCD  official 
determines  to  i44?rove  a  requested 
amendmaait  for  refvtnding  he  will  ap¬ 
prove  it  for  the  full  term  of  the  proposed 
program  period,  if  that  period  as  ap¬ 
proved  is  no  longer  than  a  program  year. 

§  1302.3—6  Control  of  funds  of  grantee 
scheduled  for  change. 

Responsttde  OCD  officials  will  place 
strict  controls  on  the  release  grant 
funds  to  grantees  which  are  scheduled 
for  change  by  cessaUtm  of  their  grants 
under  section  221  of  the  Act.  Specifically, 
the  following  ccmtrols  will  be  established: 

(a)  Funds  will  be  released  on  a 
monthly  basis  regardless  of  the  form  of 
grant  payment. 

(b)  Funds  released  each  month  will  be 
limited  to  the  amount  required  to  cover 
actual  disbursements  during  that  period 
for  activities  authorized  under  ttie  ap¬ 
proved  Head  Start  program. 

(c)  The  amount  of  fimds  released  must 
be  approved  each  month  by  the  respon¬ 
sible  OCD  official  based  on  a  careful  re¬ 
view  of  the  grantee’s  expenditure  plan. 

(d)  Grantee  expenditure  plans  may  be 
amended  as  necessary  and  must  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  quarterly  financial  reports. 

IFR  Doc.74-17684  FUed  8-l-74;8:46  am) 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

[Rel.  No.  34-10934] 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGU¬ 
LATIONS,  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT 
OF  1934 

Securities  Exchange  Act  Rule  19b-2;  Con¬ 
tinued  Partial  Suspension  of  the  Effec¬ 
tiveness 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  today  announced  its  Intention  to 
continue  the  partial  stay  of  Securities 
Exchange  Act  rule  19b-2,  17  CPR  240.19 
b-2,  that  has  been  in  effect  since  March, 
1973.  Rule  19b-2  was  promulgated  on 
January  16,  1973,^  requiring  all  national 
securities  exchanges  registered  with  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act*  to  adopt  rules 
requiring  their  members  to  utilize  ex¬ 
change  membership  to  conduct  a  pre¬ 
dominantly  public  securities  business. 

Because  of  the  pendency  of  appeals 
challenging  the  validity  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rule  before  the  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Third  Circuit,*  and  the  partial, 
limited  stay  of  the  rule  that  court 
granted  to  the  PBW  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc.  and  certain  of  its  members,  the 
Commission  announced,*  on  March  22, 
1973,  a  comparable,  limited,  temporary 
siispenslon  of  the  effectiveness  of  rule 
19b-2  for  all  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes  with  respect  to  those  of  their 
members  which  became  such  prior  to  the 
date  of  the  rule’s  adoption. 

On  September  28.  1973,  the  Court  of 
Anneals  for  the  Third  Circuit  granted 
the  Commission’s  motlcm  to  dismiss  the 
petttioins  for  review  of  rule  19b-2  on  the 
ground  that  the  court  lacked  jurisdiction 
directly  to  review  the  rule.*  The  court, 
however,  stayed  the  Issuance  of  its  man¬ 
date  pending  the  filing  and  ultimate 
dkqposlUon  of  a  petition  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari  in  the  Supreme  Court.  Such  a 
petition  was  filed  on  January  21,  1974, 
and  was  denied  on  April  29, 1974.* 

Pursuant  to  rule  41(b)  of  the  Federal 
Rules  of  Aivellate  Procedure,  an  order 


^Stt  flccxirltlee  Bxcbang*  Act  RelMse  No. 
9960. 

•18UA.C.78f. 

*  Petitions  for  review  were  filed  by  tbe 
PBW  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  four  at  Its  mem¬ 
bers — Connecticut  Nutmeg  Securities,  Inc., 
Equity  Services,  Inc..  Guardian  AdvisocB, 
Inc.,  and  Penn  Mutual  Securities  Carp. — 
and  Bobert  1.  Berdon,  then  TVessurer  of  the 
Stats  of  Connsetlcut. 

«See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
10062. 

*FJ9W  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  v.  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commisston,  486  F.  2d  718 
fe.A.  8, 197a). 

•42  U.S.L.W.  8404  (U.S.,  No.  78-1134). 


in  lieu  oi  mandate  was  issued  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Third  Circuit  on 
May  7, 1974.  All  stays  of  the  effectiveness 
of  rule  19b-2  theretofore  granted  by  that 
court  have  terminated,  therefore,  as  a 
matter  of  law. 

On  May  8,  1974,  Connecticut  Nutmeg 
Securities,  Inc.  and  Alden  A.  Ives,  Treas¬ 
urer  of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  filed  suit 
against  the  Commission  and  each  indi¬ 
vidual  Commissioner  in  his  official  capac¬ 
ity  in  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Connecticut  under  the 
Administrative  Procedme  and  Declara¬ 
tory  Judgment  Acts,  seeking  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  the  Invalidity  of  rule  19b-2  and 
an  Injunction  against  the  rule’s  opera¬ 
tion  and  enforcement.'  Similar  com¬ 
plaints  seeking  comparable  relief  were 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania 
on  May  10,  1974,  by  the  PBW  Stock  Ex¬ 
change,  Inc.*  and  on  June  21,  1974,  by 
Equity  Services,  Inc.,  Glicoa  Associates, 
Inc.  and  Penn  Mutual  Securities  Corpo¬ 
ration,  three  mwnbers  of  the  PBW.* 

The  Commission’s  determination  to 
ccmUnue  its  partial  suspension  of  the 
effectiveness  of  rule  19b-2  during  the 
pendency  of  these  actions  is  based,  in 
part,  on  the  fact  that  legislation  cur¬ 
rently  pending  in  the  Congress  would 
clarify  and  resolve  most  of  the  funda¬ 
ment^  questions  relating  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  utilization  of  stock  exchange 
membership,  with  which  rule  19b-2  is 
concerned."  The  partial  suspension  of 
the  effectiveness  of  rule  19b-2  will  be 
continued  on  the  same  terms  announced 
by  the  Commission  on  March  22,  1973.“ 
In  this  connection,  the  Commission  re¬ 
minds  all  registered  national  securities 
exchanges  that  rule  191>-2  is  fully  iqipli- 
cable  to  an  exchange  members  that  be¬ 
came  such  on  or  after  January  16, 1973 — 
the  date  that  rule  19b-2  was  adopted. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAX]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

July  29,  1974. 

[PR  Doc.74-17696  PUed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


>  Connecticut  Nutmeg  Securities,  Inc.,  et  at. 
V.  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  et 
al.,  D.  conn..  No.  N-74-114. 

•  PBW  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  v.  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  et  al.,  E.D.  Pa., 
No.  74-1198. 

•Equity  Services,  Inc.,  Glicoa  Associates. 
Jne.  and  Penn  Mutual  Securities  Corporation 
V.  Securities  and  Sx^sange  Commission,  et 
al.,  ED.  Pa..  No.  74-1689. 

usee  Section  2  of  S.  470,  934  Cong.,  1st 
Bess,  and  Section  206  of  H.R.  6050.  93d  Cong., 
l8t  Sess.  On  June  18,  1973,  8.  470  was  passed 
by  tbe  Senate  and  referred  to  tbe  Hbuse  of 
Representatives.  HJk  6050  currently  ie  \inder 
constdcratloa  by  the  Subcommittee  on  Com¬ 
merce  and  Plnastoe  of  tbe  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  Comaalttse  m  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Cosomercs. 

°  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  10052. 
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Titi«  10— Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 

ADMINISTRATION 

PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

Allocation  of  Petroleum  Products  to  Syn¬ 
thetic  Natural  Gas  Plants;  Statement  of 
Policy  and  Special  Rule 

I.  Introduction 

On  January  15,  1974,  the  Federal 
Energy  Office  (FEO)  issued  the  Manda¬ 
tory  Petroleum  Allocation  Regulations. 
These  regulations  did  not  specifically 
provide  for  the  allocation  of  petroleum 
products  to  synthetic  natural  gas  (SNG) 
plants.  On  June  1,  1974,  amendments  to 
FEO’s  allocation  regulations  became  ef¬ 
fective.  The  Jime  1  amendments  set  forth 
the  allocation  priority  status  of  SNG  pro¬ 
ducers  who  established  base  period  usage 
of  particular  SNG  feedstocks.  (See  e.g., 

$  211.83  indicating  allocation  priorities 
for  the  use  of  propane.)  Section  211.29 
was  added  to  provide  those  SNG  manu¬ 
facturers  who  had  no  established  base 
period  use,  or  whose  needs  had  become 
greater  than  they  were  during  the  base 
period,  with  an  (^portimity  to  petition 
for  assignment  or  adjustment  of  the  vol¬ 
umes  used  to  calculate  their  entitlements 
under  the  regulations.  Petitions  for  as¬ 
signments  or  adjustments  were  to  be 
treated  in  accordance  with  criteria  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  regulation. 

On  May  14,  1974,  the  FEO  issued  a 
Notice  of  Public  Hearing  to  announce  to 
the  general  public  that  hearings  an  the 
SNG  feedstock  allocation  regulations 
would  be  held.  The  notice  solicited  teth 
oral  presentations  and  written  submis¬ 
sions. 

Hearings  were  held  on  May  28  and  29, 
1974,  in  the  Administrator’s  Press  C(m- 
ference  Room  on  the  3rd  fioor  of  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  12th  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20461.  The  purpose  of  these  proceedings 
was  to  devel(9  further  a  record  up<m 
w'hich  FEXJ  might  base  Its  determina¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  the  June  1  amend¬ 
ments  to  Part  211,  or  some  other  treat¬ 
ment  under  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Allocation  Regulations  is  appropriate  for 
allocation  of  SNG  feedst(^ks. 

Ifighteen  oral  presentations  were  made 
at  the  hearings  and  over  100  written 
cmnments  were  filed.  The  presentations 
and  comments  came  from  persons  rep¬ 
resenting  various  interests,  both  pubUe 
and  private,  including  state  and  federal 
government  representatives,  natural  gas 
transmission  and  distribution  companies, 
manufacturers  of  petrochemical  prod¬ 
ucts,  marketers  of  IPG  and  fuel  oU, 
and  other  concerned  individuals. 

The  major  supporters  of  allocation  of 
petroleum  feedstocks  for  use  in  SNG 
manufacture  are  the  gas  distribution 
companies  and  the  American  Gas  Asso¬ 
ciation  (AGA).  Additional  support  for 
SNG  manufacture  was  expressed  by  state 
public  service  commlssicms.  The  thrust 
of  the  comments  supporting  SNG  man¬ 
ufacture  centered  on  the  importance  of 
natural  gas  service.  The  gas  Industry 
provides  approximately  50  percent  of  the 


energy  needs  of  the  nation.  S4>art 
from  transportation.  SNG  proponents 
stressed  the  fact  that  the  natural  gas 
sup^y/demand  Imbalance  continues  to 
increase  and  that  many  gas  transmission 
and  distrlbutioi  companies  have  been 
forced  to  curtail  service  to  some  cus- 
t(xners.  Such  companies  claimed  an  in¬ 
herent  mandate,  and  in  some  Instances, 
a  directive  from  local  regulatory  agen¬ 
cies,  to  serve  the  public.  It  was  suggested 
that  SNG  manufacture  represents  the 
sole  source  of  short  term  relief  for  these 
companies,  and  that  the  only  fair  and 
equitable  approach  is  to  entitle  SNG 
facilities  to  feedstock. 

Opposition  to  the  manufacture  of  SNG 
came  largely  from  firms  which  manu¬ 
facture  or  use  petrochemicals,  and  from 
companies  which  market  liquid  petro- 
leiun  gas  (LPG)  and  fuel  oil  The  over¬ 
riding  concern  expressed  by  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  petrochemical  industry  seems 
to  stem  from  their  dependence  on 
naphtha  and  propane  as  soiuoes  of  feed¬ 
stock  and  fuel.  It  was  claimed  that  the 
supply  of  these  products  would  be  je(H>- 
ardiz^  by  according  SNG  manufac¬ 
turers  priority  status  tor  allocation  en¬ 
titlements.  Additional  opposition  to  SNG 
manufacture  was  expressed  by  agricul¬ 
tural  interests,  including  the  Mississippi 
Department  of  *  Agriculture  and  Com¬ 
merce.  These  interests  expressed  con¬ 
cern  over  the  amount  of  propane  avMl- 
able  for  crop  drying  and  rural  residen¬ 
tial  use  if  propane  were  to  be  allocated 
as  a  feedstock  for  use  in  an  SNG  facility. 
The  following  discussion  sets  forth  in 
more  detail  the  views  of  those  favoring 
and  the  views  of  those  in  oppositiim  to 
SNG  manufacture. 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration  Is 
concluding  this  proceeding  by  Issuhig  this 
statement  of  its  general  pcdicy  respecting 
SNG  facilities  and  by  adopting  a  special 
rule  by  which  this  policy  will  be  Imple- 
mentetL  Hie  priority  status  of  SNG  pro¬ 
duction,  as  now  set  forth  in  the  various 
allocation  subparts,  remains  unchanged. 
However,  since  very  few  SNG  facilities 
were  in  (^ration  during  the  base  periods 
for  the  diffoent  feedstocks  set  forth  in 
the  FEA  allocation  program,  the  major¬ 
ity  of  SNG  facilities  will  need  to  petition 
the  FEA  for  assignment  or  adjustm^t  of 
their  base  period  volumes.  A  special  rule 
is  therefore  being  promulgated,  as  a  sup¬ 
plement  to  §  211.29,  to  govern  the  consld- 
eratltm  ot  such  petitions  the  FEA.  The 
special  rule  is  designed  to  *‘grandf  ather” 
SNG  facilities  which  are  existing  (w  un¬ 
der  construction  and  which  utilize  ni^h- 
tha  feedstocks,  to  the  extent  that  con¬ 
tracts  for  feedstock  supply  have  previ¬ 
ously  been  negotiated.  Petitions  for  ad¬ 
ditional  supplies  on  behalf  of  such  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  with  due  consideration  of  specific 
criteria  set  out  in  the  special  rule.  Facili¬ 
ties  which  are  in  existence  or  under  con¬ 
struction.  but  which  reqiUre  feedstocks 
other  than  ns^ihtha  will  also  be  handled 
on  a  case-by-case  basis.  The  special  rule 
calls  for  consideration  of  capital  ex¬ 
penditure  where  the  petition  has  been 
filed  on  behalf  of  an  SNG  facility  which 


was  under  construction  by  May  1.  1975. 
Petitions  filed  on  behalf  of  proposed  SNG 
facilities,  however,  will  be  handled  under 
the  special  rule  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
without  regard  to  capital  expenditure. 

Respecting  future  SNG  facilities  and 
respecting  existing  facilities  requiring 
propane,  natural  gas  liquids,  or  petro¬ 
leum  derivatives  other  than  naphtha,  the 
special  rule  does  not  provide  a  means  of 
obtaining  feedstocks  which  may  be  im¬ 
plemented  without  further  proceedings. 
The  special  rule  is  not  finally  determina¬ 
tive  of  the  rights  and  duties  of  a  given 
SNG  producer  or  Its  customers;  it  ex¬ 
pressly  envisions  individual  proceedings 
directed  toward  the  problem  of  allocating 
feedstock  volumes  to  a  specific  SNG  facil¬ 
ity  in  a  given  market  area.  The  policy 
stated  herein,  can,  and  will,  be  adjusted, 
pursuant  to  the  special  n^e,  in  appropri¬ 
ate  cases  where  the  record  so  requires. 
When  applied  in  specific  cases,  opportu¬ 
nity  will  be  afforded  interested  parties  to 
challenge  or  suiq;x>rt  the  implementation 
of  this  policy  through  factual  or  legal 
presentation. 

Respecting  existing  SNG  facilities  re¬ 
quiring  nai^tha  feedstocks,  however,  the 
special  rule  provides  a  means  of  obtain¬ 
ing  feedstock  which  is  determinative  of 
the  rights  and  duties  of  all  Interested 
parties,  to  the  extent  that  contracts  for 
feedstock  supply  currently  exist.  No  fur¬ 
ther  proceedings  in  this  regard  are  con¬ 
templated.  Where  ttie  feedstock  needs  of 
such  facilities  exceed  vc^umes  repre¬ 
sented  by  current  contracts,  however, 
provision  has  been  made  for  further  in¬ 
dividual  proceedings. 

Of  course,  it  should  be  noted  that  any¬ 
one  adversely  affected  by  the  special  rule 
or  by  a  decision  achieved  pursuant  to 
proceedings  contemplated  by  the  special 
rule,  may  file  an  administrative  iqipeid 
under  appropriate  circumstances  or  seek 
Individualized  relief  in  accordance  with 
Sulvart  C  of  Part  205  of  the  FEA  regu¬ 
lations,  entitled  "Exceptions.” 

n.  Statemknt  or  Policy 

A.  Statement  of  findings.  (1)  Natural 
gas,  which  currently  suivUes  iqiproxl- 
mately  33  percent  of  total  energy  require¬ 
ments  in  ttie  United  States,  continues  to 
be  in  serious  short  supply.  Additions  to 
proven  reserves  have  been  declining  in 
recent  years  to  such  an  extent  that,  dur¬ 
ing  1973,  additions  to  domestic  reserves 
were  6.8  trillion  cubic  feet  (TCP)  while 
productl<m  over  the  same  period 
amounted  to  22.4  TCP.  The  most  recent 
Federal  Power  Commission  forecast  * 
indicates  that  this  trend  will  continue, 
absent  Increased  price  incentives  for  ex¬ 
ploration  and  development  of  new 
soiurces  of  supplies,  mid  that  yearly 
domestic  nati^  gas  production  will 
decline  from  22.5  TCP  in  1975  to  20.6 
TCP  in  1980.  Gas  requirements,  for  the 
same  period  have  been  estimated  to  be  in 
the  order  of  25  TCP  and  27  TCP  for  the 
years  1975  and  1980,  respectively. 

The  disparity  between  production  and 
requirements  has  forced  many  gas 


1  National  Gas  Survey.  Vol.  I,  Case  n,  C^h. 
9,  Issued  June  7,  1974. 
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transmission  and  gas  distribution  com¬ 
panies  to  Implement  curtailment  plans. 
Seventeen  major  Interstate  pipelines  are 
e^Qierlenclng  shortages  that  will  force 
them  not  only  to  Interrupt,  on  a  con- 
tlnuW  basis,  customers  who  have  “in¬ 
terruptible”  contracts,  but  to  curtail  cus¬ 
tomers  who  have  firm  contracts  as  well. 
In  some  instances,  gas  transmission  and 
distribution  companies  are  being  cur¬ 
tailed  by  as  much  as  25-30  percent  of 
their  needs.  The  curtailment  of  firm 
contracts  by  such  companies  could  result 
in  Interruptions  of  natural  gas  supply  to 
some  small  commercial  and  residential 
customers  dining  the  upcoming  heating 
season,  especially  if  the  winter  is  severe. 

The  curtailment  problem  is  compli¬ 
cated  by  the  fact  that  although  customers 
purchasing  gas  on  interruptible  service 
are,  in  many  Instances,  required  to  have 
alternate  fuel  capability,  not  all  inter¬ 
ruptible  custimiers  have  real  fuel  supply 
alternatives.  Some  customers  have  pur¬ 
chased  interruptible  gas  because  it  was 
the  cheapest  fuel  available.  Many  in¬ 
stalled  only  the  minimal  alternate  fuel 
capability.  In  some  instances,  it  is  not 
feasible  to  operate  alternate  facilities  for 
prolonged  periods  of  time.  Customers 
with  such  limited  alternate  capability 
were,  In  reality,  gamblli^  on  continued 
natural  gas  availability.  Ihose  that  took 
such  risks  range  from  hospitals  to  in¬ 
dustrial  plants  and  their  position  today  is 
serious. 

(2)  Assuming  deregulation  of  the  field 
price  for  “new”  gas  and  the  relaxation 
of  other  restraints  which  have  inhibited 
efforts  to  Increase  production,  more 
abundant  sources  of  gas  supphes  could  ^ 
be  realized  in  the  future.  In  the  mean-  ' 
time,  several  alternative  means  of  supple¬ 
menting  the  supply  of  natural  gas  have 
been  investigate  by  the  gas  companies. 
Options  such  as  coal  gasification,  impor¬ 
tation  of  liquefied  natural  gras  (LNG), 
importation  of  Increased  volmnes  of  Ca¬ 
nadian  gas,  and  shipment  of  Alaskan  gas 
are  all  feasible  ventures  which  are  being 
expeditiously  pursued;  but  It  will  be  three 
to  five  years  before  any  significant  hxcre- 
ments  of  supply  will  be  realized  from 
these  sources. 

(3)  The  manufacture  of  SNG  by  re¬ 
forming  petroleiun  feedstocks  has  been 
selected  by  several  gas  companies  as  the 
most  attractive  short  range  alternative 
tar  supplementing  their  natural  gas  sup¬ 
plies.  There  are  13  such  plants  operating 
or  imder  construction  at  the  present  time. 
There  are  also  12  SNG  plants  that  are 
planned  with  reasonably  firm  intentions. 

(4)  The  total  output  of  the  plants 
which  are  operational  or  under  construc¬ 
tion  is  projected'at  1.3  billion  cubic  feet 
of  SNG  per  day.  Their  total  cost  approx¬ 
imates  600  million  dollars.  Operation  of 
these  plants  will  require  over  300,000  bar¬ 
rels  per  day  of  light  hydrocarbon  feed¬ 
stocks  ranging  frcxn  ethane  to  light 
naphthas.  While  this  total  is  modest  in 
relation  to  overall  petroleum  needs  of 
nearly  18  million  barrels  per  day,  demand 


for  a  particular  feedstock  can  be  large 
in  relation  to  the  supply  in  a  given  mar¬ 
ket  area. 

Propane  demand  by  SNG  plants  oper¬ 
ating  or  under  construction  (including 
propane  contained  in  natural  gas  liquids) 
is  estimated  at  about  75,000  barrels  per 
day,  or  approximately  26  million  barrels 
per  year.  This  demand  represents  about 
7  percent  of  the  projected  domestic  sup¬ 
ply  of  propane.  Demand  for  naphtha  and 
natural  gas  liquids  as  feedstocks  for  SNG 
plants  operating  or  imder  construction 
may  reach  177,000  barrels  per  day  or 
approximately  65  million  barrels  per 
year — about  3.1  percent  of  the  projected 
domestic  supply  of  these  fuels.  Over  the 
short  term  (the  next  1-2  years) ,  however, 
the  total  planned  consumption  of  naph¬ 
tha  for  production  of  SNG  represents  less 
than  2  percent  of  the  nation’s  total  naph¬ 
tha  supply.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
impact  of  this  demand  is  increased  by  the 
fact  that  not  ail  of  the  available  supply 
of  naphtha  is  suitable  for  SNG  manu¬ 
facture. 

Some  substitution  of  feedstocks  Is  pos¬ 
sible,  but  plant  design  is  generally  re¬ 
stricted  to  a  narrow  range  of  hydro¬ 
carbons.  To  go  above  or  below  the  design 
range  would  involve  some  loss  in 
capacity. 

(5)  The  great  bulk  of  the  United 
States’  naphtha  supply  is  blended  Into 
gasoline,  ffiiere  are,  however,  some  petro¬ 
chemical  plants  utilizing  naphtha  at  the 
present  time.  While  the  demand  for 
naphtha  as  a  petrochemical  feedstock 
constitutes  less  than  1  percent  of  the 
total  supply  of  naphtha,  the  petrochemi¬ 
cal  industry  is  becoming  Increasingly 
dependent  on  naphtha.  The  consiunptlon 
of  naphtha  in  the  manufacture  of  SNG 
will  put  pressure  on  the  availability  of 
naphtha  for  gasoline  blending  and  pe¬ 
trochemical  purposes  unless  the  refining 
sector  of  the  Industry  increases  severity 
of  refinery  operations  to  convert  middle 
distillates  to  gasoline. 

(6)  There  is  a  supply /demand  Imbal¬ 
ance  respecting  LPG  projected  within  the 
next  three  years.  By  1977,  It  Is  estimated 
that  surplus  inventories  of  LP-gases  will 
have  been  exhausted  and  that  the  supply 
shortfall  will  require  significant  reduc¬ 
tion  in  consumption.  The  major  uses  of 
LPG  In  this  country  Include  a^cultural 
production,  rural  residential  heating,  and 
petrochemical  production.  If  LPG  and 
natural  gas  liquids  (NGL)  are  allocated 
as  feedstocks  for  the  manufacture  of 
SNG,  the  supply/demand  Imbalance  will 
be  aggravated  and.  In  a  given  market 
area,  high  priority  end  uses  may  not  be 
satisfied.  Some  areas  (rf  the  country  are 
more  vulnerable  than  others  in  this 
regard.  , 

(7)  The  utilization  of  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  in  the  manufacture  of  SNG  is,  in 
most  instances,  an  inefficient  use  of  en¬ 
ergy  resources.  The  typical  loss  of  BTU 
availability  occasioned  by  the  reforma¬ 
tion  of  light  hydrocarbons  into  SNG  and 
the  distribution  of  SNG  to  end-users 
may  range  from  5-8  percent  greater  than 
the  BTU  loss  associated  with  Ukely  lieal 
alternatives.  Moreover,  in  comparison  to 


the  alternate  use  of  heating  oil,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  total  cost  of  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  SNG  to  end-users,  in 
some  cases,  would  exceed  the  cost  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  use  of  heating  oil  in  the 
same  market  area  by  approximately  50 
cents  per  million  BTU’s. 

There  are,  however,  some  imique  situa¬ 
tions  wherein  the  comparison  of  proposed 
SNG  manufacture  with  an  existing  en¬ 
ergy  production  and  distribution  system 
(e.g.,  one  which  currently  produces  SNG 
from  diesel  oil)  reveals  that  there  are 
BTU  efficiency  gains  to  be  realized  by  the 
construction  of  an  SNG  facility  utilizing 
naptha,  natural  gas  liquids,  or  propane 
as  a  feedstock. 

B.  Statement  of  conclusions  and  policy. 

The  manufacture  of  SNG  from  petro¬ 
leum  is,  in  most  instances,  an  Inefficient 
use  of  resources.  Generally,  SNG  plants 
are  designed  to  reform  light  hydrocar¬ 
bons  into  a  compatible  natural  gas  sub¬ 
stitute  by  means  of  a  process  which  con¬ 
sumes  at  least  8-10  percent  of  the  BTU’s 
contained  in  the  feedstock.  No  net  in¬ 
crease  in  our  supply  of  energy  is  realized. 
Moreover,  the  reformation  process  results 
in  an  increase  in  the  total  economic  cost 
of  available  energy. 

In  addition,  it  is  conceivable  that  in 
some  instances,  a  fuel  which  is  in  a  form 
that  may  be  used  directly  by  end-users 
with  priority  needs  will  be  converted  to 
SNG  to  supply  either  the  same  end-users 
or  customers  with  similar  needs.  In  the 
energy  short  situation,  PEA  declines  to 
encourage  or  authorize  the  manufacture 
of  SNG  where  such  circumstances  may 
exist.  Accordingly,  PEA  will  Implement 
a  policy  which,  in  general,  discourages 
allocation  of  scarce  petroleum  resources 
to  manufacturers  of  SNG. 

The  information  available  to  the  PEA 
at  the  present  time  is  insufficient  to  as¬ 
certain,  in  detail,  the  likely  effects  of  an 
allocation  decision  respecting  a  specific 
facility  in  a  given  market  area.  Due  to 
this  uncertainty,  petitioners  seek  allo¬ 
cation  of  feedstock  for  SNG  wUl,  in  most 
Instances,  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis.  In  granting  or  denying  the  petition 
of  an  SNG  plant  for  allocation  of  feed¬ 
stock,  the  PEIA  will  consider  not  only 
the  criteria  listed  in  §  211.29,  but  an  ad¬ 
ditional  set  of  criteria  set  forth  in  a  spe¬ 
cial  rule.  Issued  today  as  an  appendix  to 
Subpart  A,  Part  211.  These  criteria  are 
designed  to  refiect,  generally,  the  PEA’s 
conclusion,  based  on  the  findings  set 
forth  above,  that,  in  a  given  instance,  the 
allocation  decision  should  be  based  on  a 
balancing  of  the  relative  hardships 
placed  upon  Interested  parties  who  com¬ 
pete  for  a  particular  feedstock  and  upon 
consumers  of  energy  in  the  market  area. 
It  is  PEA’S  Intention,  however,  that  in 
view  of  the  economic  and  thermal  ineffi¬ 
ciency  associated  with  the  SNG  plants,  it 
will  be  the  extraordinary  case  in  which 
feedstock  will  be  allocated  for  use  in  a 
facility  the  physical  construction  of 
which  occasioned  less  than  five  million 
dollars  of  actual  expenditure  prior  to 
May  1, 1974. 

Nevertheless,  there  are  some  unique 
circiunstances  where  in  feedstock  alloca¬ 
tion  may  be  warranted,  such  as  the 
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transformation  or  replacement  of  an  ex¬ 
isting  gas  manufacturing  system  with  a 
new  SNG  plant  where  such  transforma¬ 
tion  results  in  a  net  gain  in  thermal  effi¬ 
ciency  and,  therefore,  in  conservation  of 
energy  resources.  Another  extraordinary 
circumstance  which  might  warrant  allo¬ 
cation  would  be  where  the  manufacture 
of  SNG  would  replace  consumption  of 
electricity  generated  from  petroleum  oils 
or  gas;  again,  the  gain  in  thermal  effi¬ 
ciency  would  be  a  primary  consideration. 

Where  at  least  live  million  dollars  was 
spent  on  physical  construction  prior  to 
May  1,  1974.  FEA  recognizes  that  there 
are  additional  considerations  to  be  taken 
into  account.  Of  particular  moment  is 
the  total  amount  of  capital  expenditures 
committed  by  SNG  manufacturers  whose 
plants  are  operating  or  imder  construc¬ 
tion.  These  commitments  were  made  at 
a  time  when  the  serioxis  energy  shortages, 
occasioned  In  part  by  the  Arab  Embargo, 
were  not  anticipated.  To  some  extent, 
FEA  distinguishes  these  facilities  as  rep¬ 
resenting  a  demand  for  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  which  existed  when  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Allocation  Program  was 
adopted  and  which,  therefore,  are  en¬ 
titled  to  additional  consideration. 

Unfortunately,  the  demand  for  feed¬ 
stock  represmted  by  existing  facilities 
jeopardizes  the  availability  ot  supplies  of 
petroleum  products  to  competing  users 
in  disparate  fashion.  The  use  of  pro¬ 
pane  and  natural  gas  liquids  for  the 
manufacture  SNG  over  the  next  three 
years  has  been  found  to  be  significant 
when  compared  to  the  nation’s  projected 
supply  of  these  feedstocks  over  the  same 
period.  The  PEA  is  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  over  the  use  of  propane  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  agricultural  production 
and  rural  residential  heating,  as  well  as 
petrochemical  production,  are  jec«>ard- 
ized  by  any  increased  pressure  on  the 
supply /demand  imbalance  W'hlch  exists 
in  the  propane  market. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  F£1A  is  also 
especially  concerned  over  the  use  of  pro¬ 
pane  and  NGL’s  that  originate  in  Can¬ 
ada.  The  proximity  of  Canada  as  a  source 
of  fuels  has  resulted  in  a  great  reliance 
upon  Canadian  propane  atul  natural  gas 
liquids  in  States  that  border  Canada 
from  Washington  to  Ohio.  Many  propane 
users  in  those  States  would  not  be  able 
adequately  to  replace  lost  Canadian  sup¬ 
plies  except  through  significant  capital 
expenditures,  if  at  all.  This  raises  the 
possibility  that  treatment  of  Canadian 
propane  and  NGL’s  as  unrestricted  im¬ 
ports  under  §  211.12(g)  may  lead  to  the 
disruption  of  domestic  allocaticm  pat¬ 
terns  respecting  these  fuels.  Therefore, 
generally,  FEA  will  require  that  propone 
and  NGL’s  imported  from  Canada  be  al¬ 
located  so  as  to  preserve,  where  p>ossible, 
historical  patterns  of  usage,  especially 
where  rural  residential  heating  and  agri¬ 
cultural  production  are  concerned.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  PEA  encourages  the  im¬ 
portation  of  propane  and  NGL  supplies 
from  non-Canadian  sources  (i.e.  off¬ 
shore)  . 

On  the  other  hand,  over  the  short 
term,  the  planned  consumption  of 


naphtha  by  SNG  manufsu;turers  rep¬ 
resents  le»  than  1  percoit  of  the 
nation’s  total  naphtha  supply.  The  major 
Interests  which  compete  with  SNG  for 
this  feedstock  are  iMt>duoerB  of  petro¬ 
chemicals  and  gasoline  blenders.  The 
concern  of  petrochemical  producers  was 
largely  a  function  of  anticipated  in¬ 
creases  in  their  future  requirements,  an 
increased  need  which  has  not  been  con¬ 
clusively  demonstrated.  Gasoline  bl«id- 
ing,  of  course,  is  not  regarded  by  FEIA 
as  a  high  priority  use  when  compared 
with  residential  space  heating  nee^. 

Accordingly,  FEA  has  determined  that 
those  SNG  facilities  which  were  imder 
construction  on  May  1,  1974,  which  re¬ 
quire  naphtha  as  a  feedstock,  and  which 
otherwise  qualify  fcH*  allocation  of  feed¬ 
stock  in  accordance  with  the  special  rule 
issued  today,  will  receive  100  percent  of 
their  feeds^k  needs  to  the  extent  that 
they  are  represented  by  existing  supply 
contrsw;ts.  ^tltions  for  addltimial  sup¬ 
plies  for  such  facilities  will  be  considered 
on  a  case-by-case  basis.  It  is  anticipated, 
however,  that  allocation  entitlements 
for  such  additional  supplies  vdll  be 
granted  where  the  petitioner  has  located 
a  supplier  on  its  own  initiative.  As  in 
the  case  of  propane,  imported  supplies 
are  particularly  encouraged. 

SNG  facilities  which  were  under  con¬ 
struction  on  May  1,  1974,  and  which  re¬ 
quire  feedstocks  other  than  nai>htha, 
will  be  considered  on  a  case-by-case 
basis.  PEA  has  determined  that  petitions 
from  such  facilities  shall  be  treated  by 
reference  to  the  same  criteria  used  in 
passing  on  the  petitions  of  future  SNG 
facilities  except  that  capital  expenditure, 
shall  be  taken  into  account. 

’Two  consideratiims  raised  in  regard  to 
the  marketing  of  SNG  which  are  of  par¬ 
ticular  concern  to  the  FEIA  are  service 
to  interruptible  customers  and  pricing. 
FEA  reco^zes  that  there  are  jurisdic¬ 
tional  and  practical  difficulties  that  pre¬ 
clude  the  FEA  from  allocating  SNG. 
Nevertheless,  FEA  is  determined  that  the 
general  inefficiency  of  SNG  manufactur¬ 
ing  .shall  not  be  compounded  by  ttie  allo¬ 
cation  of  feedstocks  to  manufacturers 
which  serve  customers  who  have  alter¬ 
nate  means  of  satisfying  their  energy 
needs.  TTierefore,  the  special  rule  re¬ 
quires  that,  in  psissing  upon  the  petition 
of  an  SNG  plant  for  the  allocation  of 
feedstock,  the  FEIA  must  take  into  ac¬ 
count  the  extent  to  which  an  SNG 
manufacturer  provides  service  to  cus¬ 
tomers  which  have  alternate  fuel 
capacity  on  a  continuing  basis.  It  is  the 
FEA’s  policy  that,  except  in  the  case  of 
existing  plants  which  require  naphtha 
and  which  have  existing  contracts  for 
feedstock  supply,  service  to  customers 
who  have  alternate  fuel  capability  on  a 
continuing  basis  must  be  interrupted  or 
curtailed  before  feedstocks  for  ase  in  the 
manufacture  of  SNG  will  be  allocated. 

Most  existing  and  prospective  SNG 
manufacturers  indicate  that  SNG  will  be 
priced  on  a  “rolled  in’’  basis.  FEIA  has 
determined  thaX  this  method  of  pricing 
falls  adequately  to  refiect  the  true  costs 


associated  with  incremental  gas  supplies 
provided  by  an  SNG  facility.  Incremental 
pricing  reflecting  service  to  customers 
who  would  be  curtailed  but  for  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  supplemental  volumes  of  SNG, 
would  encourage  such  customers  to  more 
realistically  assess  Uie  relative  costs  of 
alternative  sources  of  energy.  'Rierefore, 
the  FEIA  wishes  to  make  clear  its  concur¬ 
rence  with  the  FE*C  policy  favoring  incre¬ 
mental  pricing  and  to  indicate  its  inten¬ 
tion,  wherever  possible,  to  encourage  such 
pricing  on  the  part  of  SNG  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  their  customers.  Accordingly,  the 
extent  to  which  an  SNG  manufactorer 
provides  for  a  program  of  incremental 
pricing  of  SNG  will  be  taken  into  ac¬ 
count  before  entitlements  to  feedstocks 
are  assigned. 

llie  FEIA  recognizes  that  the  natural 
gas  supply/demand  Imbalance  woiks  a 
substantlfJ  hardship  on  many  gas  trans¬ 
mission  and  distribution  companies  and 
that  the  statement  of  poUcy  and  the 
special  rule  Issued  today  will  operate 
to  eliminate  SNG  manufacture  from 
liquid  hydrocarbon  feedstocks  as  a  sup¬ 
plemental  supply  alternative  for  the 
majority  of  th^  companies.  It  is  not 
the  FEIA’s  intention,  however,  to  dis¬ 
courage  the  pursuit  of  otlwr  alternatives 
available  to  these  companies.  Rather,  it 
is  FEA’s  policy  to  encourage  further 
commitment  by  these  companies  to  al¬ 
ternative  means  of  supplementing  gas 
supplies  which  do  not  result  in  the  serious 
drawbacks  associated  with  SNG  manu¬ 
facture  from  liquid  petroleum.  Coal 
gasification  and  Increased  levels  of  do¬ 
mestic  exploration  and  resource  devel¬ 
opment,  in  particular,  are  encouraged. 
In  the  meantime,  the  FEA  continues  to 
advocate  the  deregulation  of  the  well- 
heeui  price  of  “new”  gas  as  a  means  of 
reducing  the  need  for  alternatives  to 
the  production  and  distribution  of 
natural  gas. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  Pub.  L.  93-169;  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-276;  E.O. 
11790  (39  TR  23185)  )  . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing 
Chapter  n  of  ’Htle  10  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  set 
below,  effectively  immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
SI,  1974. 

RoBEET  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

An  appendix  to  Subpart  A  of  Part  211 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix — Special  Rule  No.  1 

1.  Scope.  This  special  rule  applies  to  all 
synthetic  natural  gas  plants  petitioning  the 
FEA  for  assignment  of  a  supplier  and  a  base 
period  volume  pursuant  to  S  211.29. 

2.  Purpose.  This  special  rule  amplifies  the 
consideration  which  shall  be  given  the  cri¬ 
teria  listed  in  !  211.29  In  granting  or  denying 
a  petition  for  assignment  or  adjustment 
under  that  provision. 

3.  Definitions.  “Interruptible  service” 
means  a  service  from  schedules  or  contracts 
under  which  the  seller  Is  not  expressly  obli¬ 
gated  to  deliver  specific  volumes  within  a 
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given  time  period,  and  which  anticipates  and 
permits  interuption  on  short  notice,  or  serv¬ 
ice  under  schedules  or  contracts  which  ex¬ 
pressly  or  impliedly  require  installation  of 
alternate  fuel  capability. 

“Groundbreaking”  means  the  on  site  ex¬ 
penditure  of  at  least  five  million  dollars  on 
the  actual  physical  construction  of  an  SNO 
facility  prior  to  May  1, 1074. 

4.  Allocation  of  naphtha  to  synthetic  nat¬ 
ural  gas  plants  where  groundbreaking  has 
occurred.  In  considering  the  petition  for  as¬ 
signment  of  supplies  and  base  period  voliune 
or  adjvistment  of  base  period  volume  under 
{211.29  made  on  behalf  of  a  synthetic  nat¬ 
ural  gas  plant  which  utilizes  naphtha  as  an 
exclusive  feedstock  and  with  respect  to  which 
groundbreaking  has  occurred,  the  FEA  shall 
grant  such  petition  to  the  extent  that  con¬ 
tracts  for  supply  calling  tor  delivery  of  spe¬ 
cific  vplumes  are  currently  in  effect.  To  the 
extent  that  such  petition  calls  for  an  assign¬ 
ment  or  adjustment  of  volumes  greater  than 
those  represented  by  existing  contracts,  the 
FEA  shall  consider  such  petition  in  the  man¬ 
ner  set  forth  in  paragraph  5  of  this  rule. 

6.  Allocation  of  feedstocks  other  than 
naphtha  to  synthetic  natural  gas  plants 
where  groundbreaking  has  occurred.  The  FEA 
shall,  in  granting  or  denying  a  petltlmi  for 
assignment  at  adjxistment  under  { 211.29, 
consider,  in  addition  to  the  criteria  listed  in 
{  211.29,  the  following  factors: 

(a)  Hie  availability,  including  source,  vol¬ 
ume.  and  interchangeability,  of  SNG  feed¬ 
stocks; 

(b)  The  degree  to  which  an  SNG  manufac¬ 
turer  and/or  its  customers  have  curtailed 
supplies  oi  natural  gas  to  their  Interruptible 
customers  which  have  alternate  fuel  capa- 
hiUty  on  a  continuing  basis; 

(e)  The  existence,  character,  and  effect  of 
any  natural  gas  curtailment  plan  MTecting 


the  market  area  served  by  an  SNG  manufac- 
tiuer  and/or  its  cust<»ners; 

(d)  The  arailabllity  of  alternaitlve  sources 
at  gas  Including  imports  of  liquefied  natural 
gas  (LNG),  imported  methanol,  and  coal 
gasification,  and  the  extent  to  which  a  manu¬ 
facturer  has  aittempted  to  use  such  sources; 

(e)  The  thermal  efficiency,  taking  both 
distribution  and  the  reforming  process  Into 
account,  of  SNG  manufacture  as  compared  to 
other  likely  energy  production  alternatives 
in  the  same  market  area; 

(f)  The  economic  impact  upon  the  pros¬ 
pective  SNG  manufactiuer  of  the  FEA’s  de- 
clsl<m  in  granting  or  denying  the  petition, 
including  the  amount  of  capital  expenditures 
to  date  and  the  effect  of  a  given  decision  on 
the  manufacturer’s  capital  rate  base; 

(g)  Ihe  Impact  on  the  cost  of  energy  to 
consiuneis  in  a  particular  market  area,  in¬ 
cluding  the  feasibility  or  existence  of  a  rate 
schedule  providing  for  Incremental  pricing 
of  synthetic  natural  gas; 

(h)  The  projected  feedstock  capacity  of 
the  facility  and  the  projected  growth  of  the 
energy  market  served  by  the  facility  over  the 
period  of  allocation; 

(i)  The  effect  of  allocation  on  demand  for 
scarce  petroleum  products  in  a  particular 
market  area  with  due  regard  for  the  relative 
priority,  as  set  f<wth  in  the  relevant  alloca¬ 
tion  subpart  of,  competing  uses; 

(])  The  impact  of  an  allocation  decision 
on  market  area  empl03rment  opportunities; 
and 

(k)  The  environmental  impact  of  alloca¬ 
tion  options  within  a  market  area. 

6.  Allocation  of  feedstocks  to  synthetic 
natural  gas  plants  where  groundbreaking  did 
not  occur  prior  to  May  1, 1974.  The  FEA  shall, 
in  granting  or  denying  a  petition  for  asslgn- 
noMit  or  adjvistment  under  {  211.29,  consider, 
in  addition  to  the  criteria  listed  in  {  211.29, 
the  following  factors: 


(a)  The  availability,  including  source,  vol- 
vime,  and  interchangeability,  of  SNG  feed¬ 
stocks; 

(b)  The  degree  to  which  an  SNG  manufac¬ 
turer  and/or  its  customers  have  curtailed 
supplies  of  natural  gas  to  their  Interruptible 
customers  which  have  alternate  fuel  capabil¬ 
ity  on  a  continuing  basis; 

(c)  The  existence,  character,  and  effect  of 
any  natural  gas  cvurtailment  plan  affecting 
the  market  area  served  by  an  SNG  manufac¬ 
turer  and/or  its  customers; 

(d)  The  availability  of  alternative  sources 
of  gas  including  imports  of  liquified  natural 
gas  (LNG),  imported  methanol,  and  coal 
gasification,  and  the  extent  to  which  a 
manufacturer  has  attempted  to  use  such 
sources; 

(e)  The  thermal  efficiency,  taking  both 
distribution  and  the  reforming  process  into 
account,  of  SNG  manufactvire  as  compared 
to  other  likely  energy  production  alterna¬ 
tives  in  the  same  market  area; 

(f)  The  impact  on  the  cost  of  energy  to 
consumers  in  a  particular  market  area,  in¬ 
cluding  the  feasibility  or  existence  of  a  rate 
schedule  providing  tar  incremental  pricing 
of  synthetic  natural  gas; 

(g)  The  projected  feedstock  capacity  of 
the  teclllty  and  the  projected  growth  of  the 
energy  market  served  by  the  facility  over 
the  period  of  allocation; 

<h)  The  effect  of  allocation  on  demand  for 
scarce  petroleum  products  In  a  particular 
market  area  with  due  regard  for  the  relative 
priority,  as  set  forth  in  the  relevant  alloca¬ 
tion  subpart,  of  ccnnpetlng  usee; 

(i)  The  impact  of  an  allocation  decision 
on  market  area  employment  opportunities; 
and 

(j)  The  environmental  Impact  of  alloca¬ 
tion  options  wlthm  a  market  area. 

(FR  Doc.74-17863  FUed  8-1-74:12:01  pm] 
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1M»  section  of  ttio  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
Mmm  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Bureau  of  Security  and  Consular  Affairs 
[22CFRPart42] 

[Docket  No.  SD-IOT-AJ 

DOCUMENTATION  OF  IMMIGRANTS 
UNDER  THE  IMMIGRATION  AND  NA¬ 
TIONALITY  ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

Application  for  Immigrant  Visa;  Extension 
of  Comment  Period 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  closing 
date  for  submission  of  comments  con¬ 
cerning  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  dated  July  17,  1974  and  published 
July  24.  1974  (39  FR  26913)  providing 
for  the  requirement  of  civil  documents  or 
other  records  necessary  In  establishing 
relationship  of  the  Immigrant  visa  ap¬ 
plicant  to  the  spouse  and  children,  is 
extended  to  August  27,  1974. 

Dated:  July  26,  1974. 

For  the  Secretary  of  State. 

[SEALl  Thomas  M.  Recknagel, 
Acting  Administrator,  Bureau 
of  Security  and  Consular 
Affairs. 

[FR  Doe.74-17647  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  68] 

FEES  AND  CHARGES  FOR  FEDERAL  RICE 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 

Proposed  Revision 

The  Agrlcultiual  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  provides  for  the  collection  of  fees 
equal  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  the  cost  of 
the  inspection  service  rendered  imder  its 
provisions. 

Pursuant  to  sections  203  and  205  of  the 
Act,  60  Stai.  1087  and  1090  (7  U.S.C.  1622 


sonnel  available  to  perform  such  service 
for  the  applicant  under  reduced  hourly 
rates,  as  compared  to  the  hourly  rates 
charged  for  services  on  a  nonconunit- 
ment  basis.  The  commitment  service  can 
be  used  by  one  applicant  who  guarantees 
to  pay  for  the  full  8  hours  per  day  per 
man,  Monday  through  Friday,  or  by  two 
or  more  applicants  each  guaranteeing  to 
share  the  cost  of  the  8  hours;  (3)  an 
additional  charge  per  lot  or  sublot  in¬ 
spection  for  quality  when  performed 
other  than  at  the  point  of  sampling;  (4) 
a  minimum  fee  for  noncommitment 
hourly  services  of  2  hours  per  man  per 
callout  or  Inspection  visit;  (5)  an  In¬ 
crease  In  the  fees  per  samide  for  sample 
inspections;  (6)  a  clarification  of  &e 
regulations  for  charging  hourly  rates  for 
overtime  and  legal  holidays;  and  (7)  a 
clarification  of  the  definition  for  the 
term  “holiday.” 

The  proposed  change  from  volume 
rates  to  hourly  rates  is  necessary  because 
the  current  fee  structure  Is  inequitable 
in  that  applicants  having  a  high  voltune 
of  product  mov^ent  are.  in  effect  and. 
in  fact,  subsidizing  applicants  vdth  low 
or  limited  volumes  of  product  movement. 
The  pr(H>osed  changes  would  provide  a 
more  equitable  assessment  oi  charges 
among  applicants  and  better  manage¬ 
ment  control  of  cost  and  revenue  in  the 
rice  inspection  proinmn. 

Accordingly,  the  Department  proposes 
that  the  fees  and  charges  for  Federal  rice 
inspection  services  be  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Provide  for  a  commitment  service 
by  which  an  applicant  may  enter  Into  an 
annual  agreement  with  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  for  rice  inspection 
service  on  a  weekly  basis  whereby  the 
applicant  agrees  to  pay  for  a  minimum 
of  8  hours  of  service  per  day  per  man, 
Monday  through  Frldsiy,  and  the  Agrl- 


and  1624) ,  notice  Is  hereby  given,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  administrative  procedures  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  553  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  that  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  under  consideration  a 
proposed  revision  of  the  fees  and  charges 
for  Federal  rice  inspection  services  (7 
CFR  68.42  and  7  CFR  68.43). 

This  pr(^;>osed  amendment  provides 
(1)  hourly  charges  for  lot  ln^)ectlons 
currently  charged  for  on  a  hundred¬ 
weight  basis;  (2)  a  commitment  service 
by  which  an  applicant  may  enter  into  an 
annual  agreement  with  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  for  the  fvunishing  of 
service  on  a  weekly  commitment  basis, 
whereby  the  applicant  agrees  to  pay  for 
a  minimum  8  hours  of  service  per  day 
per  man,  Mcmday  through  Friday,  and 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
agrees  to  make  ofiOclal  inspection  per- 


cultural  Marketing  Service  agrees  to 
make  official  Inspection  personnel  avail¬ 
able  to  perform  such  service  for  the 
applicant.  Under  such  an  agreement,  the 
base  hourly  commitment  rate  would  be 
$14.40  for  all  work  performed  between 
the  hours  of  6  am.  and  6  pm.  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  on  legal  holidays; 
$17.40  for  all  work  performed  before  6 
a.m.  or  after  6  pm.  Monday  through 
Friday,  and  any  time  Saturday  or  Sun¬ 
day,  except  on  legal  holidays;  $28.80  for 
all  work  performed  on  legal  holidays.  The 
ccxnmltment  service  can  be  used  by  one 
applicant  who  guarantees  to  pay  for  the 
fill!  8  homs  per  day  per  man,  Monday 
through  Friday,  or  by  two  or  more  ap¬ 
plicants  each  guaranteeing  to  share  the 
cost  of  the  8  hours  per  day  per  man. 

2.  CThange  the  lot  Inspection  fee  from 
$0.0145,  $0.0230,  $0.0280,  $0.0350,  $0.0385, 


$0.0420,  and  $0.0455  per  hundredweight, 
depending  on  the  services  requested,  to  a 
noncommitment  hourly  rate  of  $19.40  for 
all  work  performed  between  the  hours  of 
6  am.  and  6  p.m.  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day.  except  on  legal  holidays;  $22.40  for 
all  work  performed  before  6  am.  or  after 
6  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday,  and  any 
time  Staturday  or  Simday,  except  on 
legal  hffiidays;  $38.80  for  legal  holidays; 
and  a  minimum  fee  of  2  horns  per  man 
per  callout  or  Inspection  visit  at  the  ap¬ 
plicable  homly  rate. 

3.  Provide  an  additional  charge  per 
lot  or  sublot  Inspection  for  quality  per¬ 
formed  other  than  at  the  point  of  sam¬ 
pling  of  $9.70,  $8.10,  and  $6.45  for  rough 
rice,  brown  rice  for  processing,  and 
milled  rice,  respectively. 

4.  Increase  the  fees  per  sample  for 
sample  inspections  from  $8.30,  $6.90,  and 
$4.50  to  $9.70,  $8.10,  and  $6.45  for  rough 
rice,  brown  rice  for  processing,  and 
milled  rice,  respectively. 

5.  Amend  S  68.43(a)  (1)  to  clarify  pro¬ 
visions  for  charging  hourly  rates  for 
overtime  and  legal  holidays. 

6.  Clarify  the  definition  of  the  term 
“holiday.” 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
proposed  to  amend  §S  68.42c  and  68.43 
(a)  (1)  as  follows: 

§  68.42c  Fees  and  charges  for  Federal 
rice  inspection  services. 

The  following  fees  and  charges  apply 
to  the  Federal  rice  Inspection  services 
specified  below: 

Fee  or 

Service :  Charge 

(a)  Appeal  Inspection.  The  ap¬ 
plicable  tees  or  charges  which 
would  be  assessed  U  the  Inspec¬ 
tion  were  not  an  appeal:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  fees  or  charges 
shall  be  assessed  If  It  Is  found 
that  there  was  a  material  MTor 
In  the  Inspection  from  which  an 
appeal  was  taken. 

(b)  Commitment  service.  If 
desired,  an  applicant  may  enter 
Into  an  annual  agreement  with 
the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  for  the  rice  inspection 
services  on  a  weekly  basis, 
whereby  the  applicant  agrees  to 
pay  for  a  minimum  of  8  hours 
of  service  per  day  per  man,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday,  and  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
agrees  to  make  official  Inspec¬ 
tion  personnel  available  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  iar  the  ap¬ 
plicant.  The  commitment  serv¬ 
ice  can  be  used  by  one  applicant 
who  guarantees  to  pay  fw  the 
fuU  8  hours  per  day  per  man, 
Monday  through  Friday,  or  by 
two  or  mwe  applicants  each 
guaranteeing  to  share  the  cost 
of  the  8  hours  per  day  per  man: 
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Fee  or 

Service:  Charge 

Provided,  That  each  party  to  the 
commitment  agrees  to  assume 
an  even  number  of  hours  so  that 
charges  may  be  easily  prorated. 

An  applicant  who  terminates  a 
commitment,  and  within  1  year 
after  cancellation  is  granted  a 
new  commitment  at  his  request, 
shall  pay  for  any  moving  costs 
incurred  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  to  transfer 
official  Inspection  personnel  to 
service  the  applicant’s  new 
commitment.  If  more  than  one 
applicant  is  involved  in  the  re¬ 
application  for  a  canceled  com¬ 
mitment  requiring  the  transfer 
of  official  inspection  person¬ 
nel,  the  moving  costs  will  be 
prorated  among  the  applicants 
according  to  each  applicant’s 
committed  portion  of  the  offi¬ 
cial  inspection  personnel’s  serv¬ 
ices.  However,  the  moving  costs 
will  be  charged  only  to  those 
applicants  Involved  in  the  reap- 
pllcation  who  were  parties  to 
the  previoudy  canceled  com¬ 
mitment.  Under  a  commitment 
service,  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service  reserves  the  right 
to  (1)  determine  the  number 
of  official  inspection  personnel 
needed  to  i)erform  the  service 
for  a  commitment  applicant 
and  (2)  temporarily  reassign 
official  inspection  personnel 
from  a  commitment  applicant 
when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Director,  the  official  ini^ction 
personnel  is  not  needed  to  per¬ 
form  service  for  the  commit¬ 
ment  applicant.  The  commit¬ 
ment  applicant  in  such  in¬ 
stances  would  be  credited  with 
the  number  of  hours  charged 
to  the  other  applicants,  provided 
that  the  hours  worked  for  the 
commitment  applicant  plus  the 
horirs  worked  for  the  other  ap¬ 
plicants  do  not  exceed  8  hours 
on  any  day,  Monday  through 
Friday.  (Homs  in  excess  od  8 
hours  per  day  (Monday  throvigh 
Friday)  cannot  be  credited  to 
the  40  hours  of  committed 
work  per  week.)  Hourly  rates 
tot  commitment  services  shall 
begin  when  the  official  inspec¬ 
tion  personnel  arrive  at  the 
point  of  service  and  end  when 
they  depart  from  the  point  of 
service,  computed  to  the  nearest 
quarter  hour  (less  mealtime,  if 
any).  Homly  rates  Include  the 
cost  of  travel  and  transportation 
to  perform  the  service  requested 
and  the  original  and  four  copies 
of  a  certificate. 

<c)  Extra  copies  of  certificates: 

Per  copy - •  $1.00 

(d)  Hourly  rates  per  man-hour 
for  commitment  service : 

(1)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  6  a.m.  and 
6  p.m.  Mcmday  through  Fri¬ 
day,  except  on  holidays i...  14.40 

(2)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
fore  6  a.m.  or  after  6  pm. 

Monday  through  Friday,  and 
any  time  Saturday  or  Sunday, 
except  on  holidays’ _  17.40 


Fee  or 

Service:  Charge 

(8)  For  ail  work  performed  on 
holidays  * _ _  $38. 80 

(4)  Minimum  fees  for  service 
perfonned  under  a  commit¬ 
ment  service  agreement  shall 
be  on  the  basis  of  8  hours  per 
day  per  man,  Monday  through 
Friday,  calculated  at  the 
hourly  rate  of  $14.40. 

(5)  Standby  time  shall  be 
charged  at  the  applicable 
hourly  rate  as  shown  in  (1), 

(2),  and  (3)  above. 

( e )  Hourly  rates  per  man-hour  for 
noncommitment  service : 

( 1 )  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  6  am.  and 
6  p.m.  Monday  through  Fri¬ 


day,  except  on  holidays’ _  19.  40 

(2)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
fore  6  a.m.  or  after  6  p.m. 

Monday  through  Friday,  and 
any  time  Saturday  or  Sunday, 
except  on  holidays  ’ _  22. 40 

(3)  For  all  work  performed  on 

holidays’  _  38.80 


(4)  Minimum  fee  per  man  per 
callout  or  inspection  visit  for 
noncommitment  service — 2 
hours  at  the  applicable 
hourly  rate. 

Note:  Only  one  fee  will  be 
charged  for  inspection  services 
per  man-hour,  whettier  per¬ 
formed  singly  or  concurrently, 
(f )  Inspection  for  quality  *  charges 
per  lot  or  sublot  when  performed 
other  than  at  the  point  of 
sampling  (but  see  also  (d)  and 
(e)): 


(1)  Rough  rice _  9.70 

(2)  Brown  rice  tor  process¬ 

ing  _  8. 10 

(3)  MUled  rice _ _  6.46 

( g )  Interpretative  line  samples : 

Per  set _ _  60.  00 


Note:  ’These  interpretive  line 
samples  illustrate  the  lower  limit 
for  milling  degrees  only.  Inter¬ 
pretive  line  samples  are  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at.  or  may 
be  purchased  from,  the  Grain 
Inspection  Branch,  Grain  Divi¬ 
sion,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  UB.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  6526  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsvllle,  Maryland  20782.  In¬ 
terpretive  line  samples  are  also 
available  for  examination  at 
selected  field  offices  of  the  Grain 
Division.  A  list  of  these  field 
offices  may  be  obtained  from  the 
above  address. 


’  Holiday  shall  mean  the  legal  public  holi¬ 
days  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  section 
6103,  title  6,  of  the  United  States  Code  (5 
U.S.C.  6103  (a) )  and  any  other  day  declared 
to  be  a  holiday  by  Federal  statute  or  Execu¬ 
tive  Order:  Provided,  That  if  the  specified 
legal  public  holiday  falls  on  a  Saturday,  the 
preceding  Friday  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the 
holiday,  or  if  the  specified  legal  public  holi¬ 
day  falls  on  a  Sunday,  the  following  Monday 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  holiday. 

*  Includes  kind,  class,  grade,  factor  analysis, 
equal  to  type,  milling  yield,  or  any  oiffier 
quality  de^natlon  as  defined  In  the  rice 
standards  or  instructions,  whether  singly  or 
combined,  except  as  provided  for  In  para- 

grapb  (J) 


Fee  or 

Service:  Charge 

(h)  Koncommltment  service.  A 
noncommitment  service  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  applicants  who  do  not 
enter  into  a  commitment  service 
agreement  with  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service.  Service  on  a 
noncommitment  basis  will  be 
furnished  to  applicants  in  the 
order  in  which  requests  are  re¬ 
ceived,  insofar  as  consistent 
with  good  management,  effi¬ 
ciency,  and  economy.  Precedence 
will  be  given,  when  necessary, 
to  (1)  commitment  service  par¬ 
ticipants,  (2)  requests  fm*  ap¬ 
peal  service,  (3)  requests  made 
by  any  Government  agency, 
and  (4)  requests  made  by  any 
regular  user  of  the  service. 

Hourly  rates  shall  begin  when 
the  official  ln8p>ection  persoimel 
arrive  at  the  point  of  service  and 
shall  end  when  they  depart  from 
the  point  of  service,  computed  to 
the  nearest  quarter  hotu:  (less 
mealtime,  if  any).  Hourly  rates 
include  the  cost  of  travel  and 
transportation  to  perform  the 
service  requested  and  the  orig¬ 
inal  and  four  copies  of  a  cer¬ 
tificate. 

(I)  Original  lot  lmq}ectlon  for 
noncommitment  service: 

(1)  For  sampling  and  inspec¬ 
tion  for  quality*  when  per¬ 
formed  at  the  point  of  sampl¬ 
ing  and  Inspection — the  ap¬ 
plicable  hourly  rate.  (See 
paragraph  (e).) 

(2)  For  sampling  and  inspection 

for  origin — ^the  applicable 

hourly  rate.  (See  paragraph 
(e).) 

(J)  Sample  inspection: 

(1)  Inspection  for  quality*  per 
sample: 

(i)  Rough  rice _  $9.70 

(ii)  Brown  rice  fm:  process¬ 
ing  .  8. 10 

(ill)  Milled  rice _  6.  46 

(2)  Factor  analysis  for  any 
single  factor: 

Per  factor _  2.00 

(k)  Special  Inspection  services  for 
noncommitment  service: 

Includes,  but  is  not  limited  to. 
checkcounting,  checkloading, 
checkweighing,  condition  ex¬ 
amination,  facility  examina¬ 
tion,  observing  fumigation, 
observing  loading  tar  unloading, 
and  storage  or  carrier  examina¬ 
tion — the  applicable  hourly  rate. 

(See  paragraph  (e) .) 

(l)  Standby  time  for  noncom¬ 
mitment  service — the  applicable 
hourly  rate.  (See  paragraph 
(•).) 

Section  68.43(a)  (1)  would  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  68.4^  Fees  and  eliarges;  general  pro¬ 
visions. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  All  fees  shown,  whether  hourly 
rates  or  volume  rates,  shall  include  (1) 
the  cost  of  travel  and  transportation  to 
perform  the  service  requested,  and  (11) 
the  original  and  four  copies  of  a 
eertiflcate. 
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Comments  and  proposed  effective 
date.  If  the  propos^  revisl(Mi  as  set 
forth  herein  Is  ad<H>ted  in  whole  or  in 
par^  it  is  Intended  that  the  revision 
would  be  made  effective  on  January  5, 
1975. 

Public  hearings  on  the  prc^osed  re¬ 
vision  will  not  be  held,  but  all  persons 
who  desire  to  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  on  this  proposal  should 
file  them  in  duplicate  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  112,  Administration  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later  than 
September  30,  1974.  Any  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  their  views  orally  in  an 
informal  manner  should  so  inform  the 
Director,  Grain  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  6525  Belcrest  Road,  Hyatts- 
vllle,  Maryland  20782  (telephone  (301) 
436-8776)  so  that  arrangements  may  be 
made  for  such  submission  by  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974.  A  summary  of  such  views 
will  be  made  and  furnished  for  verifi¬ 
cation  to  the  person  making  the  sub¬ 
mission  and,  if  approved,  may  be  filed  by 
him  in  the  Office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
All  comments  so  filed  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  official  hours 
of  business  (7  CPR  1.27(b)).  Considera¬ 
tion  will  be  given  to  all  comments  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  and  to  all  other 
Information  available  to  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  in  arriving  at  a  de¬ 
cision  on  the  proposed  revision  of  the 
fees  and  charges  for  Federal  rice  inspec¬ 
tion  services. 

Copies  of  the  cmrent  fees  and  charges 
for  Federal  rice  inspection  services  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Director,  Grain 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
6525  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  Mary¬ 
land  20782,  or  from  any  field  office  of 
the  Grain  Division. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  30, 
1974. 

E.  L.  Peterson, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

IPR  Doc.74-17716  PUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 


[  7  CFR  Part  947  ] 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN  MODOC  AND 
SISKIYOU  COUNTIES  IN  CAUFORNIA 
AND  IN  ALL  COUNTIES  IN  OREGON 
EXCEPT  MALHEUR  COUNTY 

Proposed  Expenses,  Rate  of  Assessment 
and  Late  Payment  Charges 

Condderaticm  is  being  given  to  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  proposed  expaises  and  a  pro¬ 
posed  rate  of  assessment  as  herelnafto: 
set  forth  which  were  recommended  by 
Uie  Oregon-Califomia  Potato  Cmnmlt- 
tee.  established  pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  114,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  947,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
947). 

This  marketing  order  Pi  wiiiam  regu¬ 
lates  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes 
grown  In  Modoc  and  Siskiyou  Coimtles 
in  California  and  in  all  eounties  in  Ore¬ 
gon  except  Malheur  County,  and  is  ef¬ 
fective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.). 


All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ- 
t«i  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  these  proposals  may  file 
the  same  in  quadruplicate  with  the 
Hearing  Cleiic,  UJ3.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  112,  Administration 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not 
later  than  August  19,  1974.  All  written 
submissions  made  pursuant  to  this  no¬ 
tice  will.be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Cfierk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)).  The  proposals  are  as 
follows: 

§  947.227  Expenses  and  rale  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal  pe¬ 
riod  ending  June  30,  1975,  by  the  Ore¬ 
gon-Califomia  Potato  Committee  for  its 
maintenance  and  functioning,  and  for 
such  purposes  as  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  appropriate,  will  amount  to 
$33,675. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  the 
Marketing  Agreement  and  this  part  shall 
be  one-half  of  one  cent  ($0,005)  per 
hundredweight  of  potatoes  handled  by 
him  as  the  first  handler  thereof  diiring 
said  fiscal  period:  Provided,  That  seed 
potatoes  and  potatoes  for  canning,  freez¬ 
ing  and  “other  processing”  as  defined 
in  the  amendment  to  the  act  (PJL.  91- 
196)  shall  be  exempt. 

(c)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  947.41,  late  payment  charges  of  $1.00 
per  month  or  one  percent  per  month, 
whichever  is  greater,  shall  be  charged  on 
the  unpaid  balance  for  each  past-due 
account.  An  account  is  past-due  60  days 
after  the  billing  date. 

(d)  Unexpended  Income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  ending 
June  30,  1975,  may  be  carried  over  as  a 
reserve. 

(e)  Terms  used  in  this  section  have 
the  same  meaning  as  vdien  used  in  said 
mai^eting  agreement  and  this  part. 

Dated:  July  30,  1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

|Fa  Doe.74-17714  FUed  9-1-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Part  1928  ] 

IS-74-3] 

GUARDING  OF  AGRICULTURAL 
EQUIPMENT 

Notice  of  Hearings 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17580  appearing  at  page 
27708  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday, 
Jidy  31, 1974,  make  the  following  correc¬ 
tion.  On  page  27709,  in  the  middle 
column,  the  address  beginning  in  the 
sixth  line  of  the  last  paragraph  Should 
read: 


“J.  Goodell,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Room  200,  1726 
M  Street  NW.,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210.” 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  610] 

INACTIVATED  INFLUENZA  VACCINE. 

GENERAL  SAFETY  TEST 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  Public  Health  Service  Act  re¬ 
quires  that  all  biological  products  to  be 
offered  for  sale  in  interstate  commerce 
be  licensed  to  insure  their  continued 
safety,  purity,  and  potency.  Inactivated 
influenza  vaccine  has  been  federally  li¬ 
censed  for  a  number  of  years.  As  with 
nearly  all  licensed  products,  inactivated 
infiuenza  vaccine  must  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  general  safety  test 
in  §610.11  (21  CFR  610.11).  The  gen¬ 
eral  safety  test  is  intended  to  be  a  final 
check  on  each  filling  of  each  lot  of  prod¬ 
uct.  The  purpose  of  the  test  is  to  detect 
the  presence  of  any  toxic  contaminant 
that  may  have  resulted  from  the  manu¬ 
facturing  process.  The  current  regula¬ 
tion  prescribes  that  the  test  animals  be 
inoculated  parenterally,  without  speci¬ 
fying  either  subcutaneous  or  intraperi- 
toneal  administration,  and  that  up  to 
5.0  milliliters  may  be  iised  in  guinea  pigs 
and  up  to  0.5  milliliter  in  mice.  It  has 
been  the  standard  practice  of  most 
manufacturers  and  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  however,  to  utilize 
intraperitoneal  inoculation  at  the  5.0- 
milliliter  level  for  guinea  pigs  and  at  the 
0.5-milUliter  level  for  mice. 

In  the  past  several  months,  numerous 
lots  of  inactivated  infiuenza  vaccines 
produced  by  some  manufacturers  have 
for  the  first  time  resulted  in  the  death 
of  at  least  one  of  the  two  test  guinea  pigs 
during  the  7-day  observation  period  after 
the  intraperitoneal  inoculation  of  5.0 
milliliters  of  the  vaccine.  No  deaths  have 
occurred  in  the  mice  inoculated  intra- 
peritoneally  with  0.5  milliliter  of  the 
same  vaccine.  None  of  these  lots  has  yet 
been  released  for  marketing,  pending  the 
conclusions  of  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  about  the  safety  of  this  vac¬ 
cine  and  the  advisability  of  amending  the 
regulation  involved. 

During  the  time  in  which  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  has  become 
aware  of  this  problem,  the  Bureau  of 
Biologies  has  been  actively  Investigating 
its  nature  and  etiology.  Two  factors  are 
of  particular  significance:  The  increased 
potency  of  the  vaccine,  and  the  level  of 
endotoxin,  a  bacterial  substance  derived 
from  the  cell  wall  of  Gram-negative 
organisms. 

The  early  Infiuenza  vaccines  were  of 
relatively  low  potency  and  contained 
higher  amoimts  of  bacterial  contami¬ 
nants  than  the  licensed  vaccines  avail¬ 
able  today,  since  the  original  manu¬ 
facturing  methods  did  not  include  puri¬ 
fication.  Clinical  trials  conducted  when 
purification  processes  were  first  used 
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demonstrated  that  the  more  purified 
vaccines,  which  constitute  a  much  more 
potent  and  potentially  more  protective 
product,  could  be  administered  to  hu¬ 
mans  without  provoking  the  significant 
rates  of  fever  or  local  reactions  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  earlier  crude  vaccines. 
These  manufacturing  developments  per¬ 
mitted  the  Federal  regiilatory  authority 
to  require  a  continuing  Increase  In  vac¬ 
cine  potency.  As  a  result,  the  bivalent 
(types  A  and  B  combined)  influenza  vac¬ 
cine  available  for  the  1974-75  respiratory 
virus  season  is  several  times  more  potent 
than  the  vaccines  of  a  decade  ago.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  vaccine  for  use  this  com¬ 
ing  influenza  year  will  contain  40  per¬ 
cent  more  type  B  influenza  antigen  than 
the  bivalent  product  marketed  during 
1973-74,  so  as  to  provide  increased  pro¬ 
tection  against  the  relatively  new  Hong 
Kong  strain  of  type  B  influenza  virus. 

A  degree  of  unavoidable  bacterial  con¬ 
tamination  of  the  vaccine  is  the  result 
of  the  method  of  vaccine  production.  In¬ 
activated  influenza  vaccine  is  prepared 
by  propagation  of  influenza  viruses  in 
embryonated  hens’  eggs.  In  this  process, 
the  virus-rich  fluid  is  harvested  from 
thousands  of  eggs  daily,  the  virus  is  in¬ 
activated,  and  the  viral  antigens  are  con¬ 
centrated  and  partially  purified.  Since 
eggs  are  not  uniformly  sterile,  sun  amount 
of  bacterial  contamination  is  predictable. 
The  flnal  influenza  vaccine  is  sterile, 
however,  since  any  bacteria  present  at 
the  time  of  viral  harvest  are  killed  by  the 
processes  used  to  inactivate  the  viruses 
themselves. 

Endotoxin,  being  a  natural  constitu¬ 
ent  of  Gram-n^ative  bacteria,  is  an  un¬ 
avoidable  comp<mait  of  these  vaccines. 
The  Bureau  of  Biologies  has  determined 
that  endotoxin  in  commercial  influenza 
vaccines  distributed  in  recent  years  has 
varied  from  a  few  hundredths  of  a  micro- 
gram  to  several  mlcrc^rrams  per  unit. 
These  amounts  are  relatively  minimal. 
Common  bacterial  vaccines  such  as  those 
for  pertussis  and  typhoid  contain  endo¬ 
toxin  in  levels  10  to  10,000  times  higher 
than  those  found  in  influenza  vaccine. 

A  thorough  review  of  the  existing  data 
concerning  the  intraperltoneal  inocula¬ 
tion  of  certain  lots  of  the  vaccine  in  the 
general  safety  test  has  led  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  to  conclude  that  the  recent  test 
failures  result  from  both  the  Increased 
potency  of  this  year’s  vaccines  and  the 
continued  presence  of  bacterial  endotox¬ 
ins  in  influenza  vaccines.  Moreover,  tests 
by  the  Bureau  of  Biologies  indicate  that 
current  production  of  some  of  the  higher 
potency  influenza  viral  antigens  alone, 
even  without  appreciable  endotoxins, 
can  kill  guinea  pigs  which  have  been 
Inoculated  intraperitoneally.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  this  occurs.  Increased  product 
potency  alone  has  outpaced  the  utility 
of  the  current  test  as  performed  intra¬ 
peritoneally  and  the  test  no  longer  serves 
as  a  screen  for  the  presence  of  toxic  con¬ 
taminants. 

Endotoxins  are  undesirable  contami¬ 
nants  of  influenza  vaccines;  however,  re¬ 
view  of  extensive  cUnlcal  experience  with 
vaccines  manufactured  and  administered 


in  recent  years  fails  to  dememstrate  a 
relationship  between  endotoxin  content 
and  vaccine  reactivity  for  man.  Recently, 
in  order  to  assess  the  clinical  impact  of 
the  presence  of  endotoxin  in  conjunction 
with  the  increased  potency  of  the  1974- 
75  flu  vaccine,  two  double  blind  clinical 
studies,  designed  to  evaluate  the  effects 
of  these  factors,  have  been  conducted 
with  influenza  vaccines  containing  0.02 
and  0.03  and  0.02  and  6.0  micrograms 
per  human  dose  respectively.  These  stud¬ 
ies  revealed  minimal  clinical  reac¬ 
tivity  with  no  discernible  differences  in 
the  rates  or  depee  of  reactivity  between 
vaccines  containing  the  higher  amoxmts 
of  endotoxin  and  the  vaccine  containing 
minimal  amounts.  Thus,  it  appears  that 
the  levels  of  endotoxin  commonly  pres¬ 
ent  in  influenza  vaccines  in  past  years, 
when  present  in  the  current,  more  potent 
influenza  vaccine  formula  will  not  in¬ 
crease  clinical  adverse  reactions  in  man 
although  the  vaccines  containing  both 
0.3  and  6.0  micrograms  of  endotoxin 
have  resulted  in  guinea  pig  death  when 
injected  intraperitoneally  at  the  5.0-mll- 
lUiter  level.  Neither  of  these  vaccines 
killed  mice  inoculated  with  the  0.5-milli¬ 
liter  volume  intraperitoneally  and  nei¬ 
ther  killed  guinea  pigs  inoculated  sub¬ 
cutaneously  with  5.0-milliliter  volumes. 

In  reaching  a  judgment  on  the  safety 
of  these  vaccines,  the  CTommissloner  must 
compare  the  benefits  of  the  protection 
provided  by  the  vaccines  with  the  risks 
of  admlnlstraticm  of  the  lots  of  this  vac¬ 
cine  which  have  resulted  In  guinea  pig 
death. 

A  review  of  the  beneflt/risk  factors 
clearly  dictates  that  the  great  majority 
of  lots  of  the  vaccine  should  be  released 
for  use.  The  Bureau  of  Biologies  esti¬ 
mates  that  approximately  12,000,000 
doses  of  the  vaccine  are  represented  by 
batches  that  have  resulted  or  would  re¬ 
sult  in  guinea  pig  death  if  the  general 
safety  test  were  conducted  intraperi¬ 
toneally.  This  represents  40  percent  of 
the  total  vaccine  production  for  the 
1974-75  influenza  season.  Since  the  vac¬ 
cine  is  given  one  dose  per  person,  protec¬ 
tion  from  influenza  of  12  mUllcm  Ameri¬ 
cans  is  at  issue.  Attack  rates  of  influ¬ 
enza  vary  greatly  from  year  to  year  and 
are  relatively  unpredictable.  Major  anti¬ 
genic  changes  in  the  virus  often  residt  in 
20  percent  or  more  of  the  ix)pulatlon 
contracting  influenza  within  a  single 
winter  season.  In  a  more  typical  year,  as 
is  likely  the  case  for  the  vdnter  of  1974- 
75.  much  lower  attack  rates  would  be 
expected.  However,  even  in  a  year  in 
which  no  more  than  one  in  a  himdred 
unprotected  persons  would  be  infected, 
the  use  of  12  million  doses  of  vaccine  with 
an  effectiveness  of  50  percent  would  pre¬ 
vent  approximately  60,000  cases  of  in¬ 
fluenza.  The  unavailability  of  the  vaccine 
coiild  be  particularly  sign^cant  to  those 
persons  for  whom  the  vaccine  Is  strongly 
recommended  by  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Advisory  Committee  on  Immimlzatlon 
Practice,  namely,  the  elderly,  persons 
with  various  chronic  diseases,  and  others 
in  high  risk  population  groups.  Although 
mortality  data  do  not  permit  reliable  pro¬ 


jections,  there  is  no  question  that  among 
the  60,000  (mprotected  persons,  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  of  deaths  would  result  from 
contracting  flu,  and  that  all  persons 
would  experience  temporary  incapacitat¬ 
ing  illness.  A  failiu*e  of  adequate  supplies 
of  vaccines  also  creates  a  potential  for 
disruption  of  vital  national  services 
since  such  groups  as  the  military  are 
commonly  vaccinated  before  each  winter 
season. 

After  consideration  of  these  facts,  it 
is  the  Commissioner’s  judgment  that  the 
increased  risks  from  the  vaccines  are 
minimal.  Inactivated  ixifluenza  vaccine 
has  been  administered  intramuscularly 
and  subcutaneously  for  a  number  of 
years  with  amoimts  of  endotoxin  com¬ 
parable  to  that  permitted  in  this  pro¬ 
posal  with  no  signifleant  adverse  effects. 
Thus,  even  assuming  the  presence  of 
endotoxins  in  this  vaccine  at  the  highest 
level  now  known  to  the  Bmeau  of  Bio¬ 
logies,  significant  clinical  reactions  are 
not  expected  to  occur,  as  has  been  shown 
by  the  recent  clinical  studies  and  by  clin¬ 
ical  data  resulting  from  use  of  other 
forms  of  vaccines  with  much  higher  en¬ 
dotoxin  levels.  Indeed,  even  where 
typhoid  vaccines  containing  massive 
amounts  of  endotoxins  (several  hundred 
micrograms)  are  administered  by  the 
same  route,  the  only  known  consequence 
is  a  transient  fever  and  a  temporary 
swelling  and  discomfort  at  the  point  of 
injection. 

It  is  routine  medical  practice  to  ad¬ 
minister  bacterial  vaccines  containing 
high  levels  of  endotoxin,  such  as  pertussis 
vaccine,  intramuscularly  to  children.  The 
potential  for  a  reactive  temperature  rise 
and  tenderness  at  the  injection  site  have 
long  been  recognized  as  an  acceptable 
consequence  in  view  of  the  protwtlon 
afforded. 

Therefore,  in  light  of  acknowledged 
public  health  needs,  and  in  consideration 
of  the  recently  gathered  clinical  evidence 
which  indicates  that  lots  that  have 
failed  a  portion  of  the  general  safety 
test  create  no  increased  clinical  reactiv¬ 
ity  in  man,  the  Commissioner  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  benefit/risk  considerations 
fully  justify  the  release  of  this  vaccine 
under  ai^ropriate  testing  standards. 

The  Commissioner  has  considered 
whether  a  specific  modification  of  the 
general  safety  test  in  S  610.11  is  necessary 
before  permitting  release  of  lots  which 
have  resulted  In  guinea  pig  death  when 
administered  intraperitoneally  at  5.0 
milliliters  since  the  present  regulation 
appears  to  permit  such  release  if  the 
vaccine  does  not  result  in  guinea  pig 
death  when  administered  subcutaneously, 
or  at  less  than  5.0  milliliters  intraperi¬ 
toneally.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  5.0- 
milllliter  intraperltoneal  administration 
is  the  standard  procedure,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  has  concluded  that  a  separate 
provision  of  the  regulations  should  be 
promulgated.  Therefore,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  proposes  that  a  new  $  610.11a  be 
added  to  Part  610  to  specify  an  adequate 
alternative  test  and  safety  standard  be¬ 
fore  these  lots  of  influenza  vaccine  may 
be  released. 
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Two  requirements  are  proposed  for 
§  610.11a.  First,  the  CommissiaQer  has 
concluded  that  the  guinea  pig  Inocula¬ 
tion  may  be  administered  either  Intra- 
peritoneally  or  s\ibcutaneoxisly  and  that 
the  safety  test  will  be  satisfied  If  no 
guinea  pig  deaths  occur  with  the  latter 
even  if  they  occur  with  the  former.  It  Is 
anticipated  that  subcutaneoxis  Inocula¬ 
tion  will  significantly  increase  the  num¬ 
ber  of  lots  of  vaccine  passing  the  test 
and  will  still  provide  an  adequate  screen¬ 
ing  test  for  safety. 

Second,  in  order  to  provide  adequate 
safety  standards  concerning  the  release 
of  lots  of  influenza  vaccines,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  is  also  proposing  to  require 
that  Influenza  vaccine  be  assayed  for  en¬ 
dotoxin  In  comparison  to  a  reference 
product  to  be  provided  by  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  and  that  only  vac¬ 
cines  containing  no  more  endotoxin  than 
the  reference  product  be  released  for  use. 
The  reference  product  to  be  provided  will 
be  the  vaccine  lots  used  in  the  recent 
clinical  trial  with  the  highest  endotoxin 
level,  which  demonstrated  no  increased 
clinical  reaction  as  compared  with  lots 
of  vaccine  containing  practically  no  en¬ 
dotoxin,  although  the  vaccine  had  re- 
sxilted  in  guinea  pig  deaths  when  admin¬ 
istered  Intrapeiitoneally. 

On  March  27, 1974,  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  pr(4>o6ed  certain  revi¬ 
sions  to  the  relations  govoming  the 
general  safety  test  (39  PR  11301)  which 
Included  per^ttlng  only  Intraperltoneal 
Inoculation  of  test  animals.  Therefc«%, 
the  provisions  for  influenza  vaccine  In 
this  proposal  would  constitute  an  excep¬ 
tion  to  the  general  standard  in  that  ear¬ 
lier  proposal,  since  they  would  permit 
either  a  subcutaneous  or  intraperltoneal 
administration.  However,  this  experience 
with  Influenza  vaccine  does  not  alter  the 
Commissioner's  intention  to  ammd  the 
general  safety  test  as  proposed  earlier  for 
all  other  biological  products  not  other¬ 
wise  exempted. 

The  Commissioner  has  determined 
that  this  question  requires  public  notice 
with  appropriate  time  for  comment  since 
it  r^resents  a  de  facto  change  in  the 
method  in  which  the  general  safety  test 
has  been  conducted  for  this  product  by 
most  manufacturers.  A  10-day  comment 
period  is  provided  regarding  this  pro¬ 
posal.  Hiis  reflects  the  fact  that,  if  in¬ 
fluenza  vaccine  is  to  be  useful  for  this 
coming  Influenza  season,  it  must  be  made 
available  to  those  in  need  of  it  commenc¬ 
ing  in  September  of  this  year.  The  re¬ 
quirements  of  vaccine  productlcm  are 
such  that  it  is  impossible  for  any  addi¬ 
tional  quantities  of  influenza  vaccine  for 
use  in  the  1974-75  season  to  be  produced 
at  this  time. 

Pertinent  data  and  information  sup¬ 
porting  the  need  for  these  amendments 
have  been  placed  on  public  display  in  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Pood  and 
Drug  Administration. 

TTierefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (section 
351,  58  Stat.  702,  as  amended;  42  U.S.C. 


262)  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
him  (21  CFR  2.120),  the  Commissioner 
pitHX)se8  that  Part  610  of  Subcluq;)ter  F 
of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Fed«^  Regula¬ 
tions  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
9  610.11a  to  read  as  follows: 

S  610.11a  Inactivated  influenza  vaccine, 
general  safety  test. 

For  inactivated  influenza  vaccine,  the 
general  safety  test  shall  be  conduct^  in 
the  manner  indicated  in  9  610.11  except 
that,  with  reference  to  guinea  pigs,  the 
test  shall  be  satisfied  If  the  product  pro¬ 
vides  satisfactory  results  using  either 
the  subcutaneous  or  intraperltoneal  in¬ 
jection  of  5.0  milliliters  of  inactivated 
influenza  into  each  guinea  pig.  The  re¬ 
quirements  for  general  safety  for  inacti¬ 
vated  Influenza  vaccine  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  satisfied  unless  each  lot  of 
Influenza  vaccine  Is  assayed  for  endotoxin 
in  comparison  to  a  reference  preparation 
provided  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration,  and  such  lot  is  foimd  to  con¬ 
tain  no  more  endotoxin  than  the  refer¬ 
ence  preparation. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
August  12,  1974,  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Romn  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  ccunments  (preferably 
in  quintuplicate)  regarding  this  pn^M- 
sal.  Comments  may  be  accompanied  by  a 
memorandmn  or  brief  in  support  Uiereof . 
Rec^ved  cmnments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday,  t’or  good  cause  as 
set  forth  above,  the  Commissioner  an¬ 
ticipates  that  the  regiilatlon  will  be  ^- 
fective  upmi  issuance  of  the  final  order, 
pursuant  to  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedures  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553(d) ) . 

Dated:  July  29, 1974. 

Sam  D.  Finx, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[PR  Doc.74-17646  Piled  8-l-74;8:4S  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71  3 
( Alrspcboe  Docket  No.  74-CE-lOl 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

'The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Avlatlcm  regulations  so  as  to  al¬ 
ter  the  transition  area  at  Spencer,  Iowa. 

Interested  persons  may  partlciiiate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
(Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Federal  Building,  601  East 
12th  Street,  Elansas  Cflty,  Mo.  64106.  All 
communications  received  wi  or  before 
S^tember  3,  1974  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 


templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  becmne  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

Since  the  designation  of  controlled 
airspace,  a  new  pubUc-use  Instrument 
approach  procedure  has  been  established 
for  the  Spencer,  Iowa  Municipal  Airport, 
utilizing  a  new  VOR  facility  Installed  on 
the  airport.  Accordingly,  it  is  necessary 
to  alter  the  transition  area  at  Spencer 
to  adequately  protect  aircraft  executing 
this  new  approach  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  9  71.181  (39  PR  440) .  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Spencbs,  Iowa 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  five-mile 
radius  of  the  Spencer,  Iowa  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  (Utltude  43*09'45’'  N.,  longitude  05°- 
ll'SO"  W.) :  and  within  three  mUes  each  side 
of  the  Spencer  VOR  298*  radial,  extending 
from  the  five-mile  radius  zone  to  eight  miles 
northwest  of  the  VOR;  within  five  miles  east 
and  three  miles  west  of  the  Spencer  VOR 
134*  radial,  extending  from  the  five-mile 
radius  zone  to  IS  miles  southeast  of  the 
VOR;  and  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
4  >4  mUes  northeast  and  9V4  nilles  southwest 
of  the  Spencer  VOR  298*  radial,  extending 
from  6  Vi  miles  southeast  of  the  VOR  to 
18Vi  miles  northwest  of  the  VOR;  within 
eight  mUes  northeast  and  9  Vi  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  Spencer  VOR  134*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  6Vi  miles  northwest  of  the  VOR  to 
22  Vi  mUes  southeast  of  the  VOR. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  VJB.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
June  19,  1974. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-17682  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

1 41  CFR  Parts  15-3, 15-16  ] 

[FRL  199-1] 

LETTER  CONTRACTS  AND  FORMS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  administrative  procedures  pro¬ 
visions  in  5  U.S.C.  553  that  pursuant  to 
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the  Federal  Property  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Service  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  41  Chap¬ 
ter  15  by  adding  new  S9  15-3.408,  Letter 
Contract  and  15-16.552-1,  Letter  Con~ 
tract.  Section  15-3.408  implements  41 
CFR  1-3.408  and  S  15-16.552-1  provides 
a  format  and  provisions  for  a  letter 
contract. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  concerning  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Contracts  Manage¬ 
ment  Division,  PM-214,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Communications  received  on  or 
before  September  3,  1974,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  prior  to  adoption  of  the  final  reg¬ 
ulation.  A  copy  of  each  commimlcatlon 
received  will  be  placed  on  file  for  public 
Inspection  in  the  Contracts  Management 
Dl^dsion,  Room  W415,  Waterside  Mall, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Dated:  July  25,  1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Subpart  15-3.4,  Types  of  Contracts,  is 
added  consisting  at  this  time  of  S  15- 
3.408  Letter  contract  as  follows. 

Subpart  15-3.4 — ^Types  of  Contracts 

§  15—3.408  Letter  contract. 

(a)  Limitations.  (1)  A  letter  contract 
may  be  entered  into  in  accordance  with 
9  1-3.408  of  this  title  (mly  after  approval 
by  the: 

(1)  Director,  Contracts  Management 
Division,  PM-214,  in  accordance  with 
9  15-1.5403-2(b),  When  the  face  value  of 
the  complete  contract  and  any  individual 
modification  thereto  is  expected  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $250,000.00,  and 

(ii)  Chief  ofiBcer  responsible  for  pro¬ 
curement  at  the  contracting  activity 
when  the  face  value  of  the  complete  con¬ 
tract  and  any  individual  modification 
thereto  is  not  expected  to  exceed  $250,000. 

(2)  A  letter  contract  negotiated  on  a 
noncompetitive  basis  shall  be  Justified  as 
prescribed  in  EPA  Order  1900.1. 

(3)  A  letter  contract  shall  be  super¬ 
seded  by  a  definitive  contract  within 
ninety  (90)  days  from  the  date  the  letter 
contract  is  accepted,  imless  a  period  of 
performance  in  excess  of  ninety  (90)  days 
is  authorized  by  the  chief  ofiQcer  respon¬ 
sible  for  procurement  at  the  contracting 
activity.  The  letter  contract  shall  specify 
the  date  by  which  the  definitive  contract 
is  to  be  negotiated.  In  the  event  the  letter 
contract  is  not  negotiated  and  executed 
within  ninety  (90)  days  from  date  of  ac¬ 
ceptance,  it  shall  be  terminated  unless 
the  ninety  (90)  days  period  is  extended 
by  the  chief  oflBcer  responsible  for  pro¬ 
curement  at  the  contracting  activity. 

(4)  Ordinarily,  letter  contracts  should 
not  authorize  payment  to  the  contractor 
in  excess  of  50  percent  of  the  estimated 
total  of  the  anticipated  definitive  con¬ 
tract.  The  maximum  monetary  liability 
of  the  Oovemment  under  the  letter  con¬ 
tract  shall  be  stated  in  the  contract 
schedule  and  shall  not  exceed  50  percent 
of  the  estimated  total  price  or  cost  and 
fee  of  the  definitive  contract,  iinless  a 


larger  amount  is  authorized  by  the  chief 
officer  responsible  for  procurement  at 
the  contracting  activity. 

(5)  A  letter  contract  shall  not  de¬ 
scribe,  refer  to,  or  otherwise  commit  the 
Government  to  a  definitive  contract  in 
excess  of  funds  available  for  obligation 
or  commitment  at  the  time  the  letter 
contract  is  executed.  Also,  the  letter  con¬ 
tract  shall  state,  in  appropriate  situa¬ 
tions  (e.g.,  where  award  is  based  on 
price  competition) ,  the  maximum  price 
or  cost  and  fee  which  may  be  negotiated 
for  the  definitive  contract. 

(6)  A  letter  contract  shall  not  be 
modified  to: 

(1)  Extaid  the  period  of  performance 
or  to  increase  the  dollar  amoimt  without 
the  prior  approval  of  the  officials  desig¬ 
nated  in  9  15-3.408(c)  (1),  or 

(ii)  Accomplish  new  procurement,  un¬ 
less  the  new  procurement  is  inseparable 
from  the  procurement  covered  by  the 
existing  letter  contract.  Such  modifica¬ 
tions  are  subject  to  the  same  limitations 
as  new  letter  contracts. 

(b)  Contents.  A  letter  contract  and 
the  resulting  definitive  contract  shall 
contain  all  applicable  provisions  re- 
qffired  by  law  and  regulatloiL  The  letter 
contract  will  be  composed  of  a  transmit¬ 
tal  letter  and  signature  page,  adminis¬ 
trative  recitals,  appropriate  EPA  Gen¬ 
eral  Provisions,  special  schedule  articles, 
and  other  schedule  articles  peculiar  to 
the  procmement.  A  format  for  a  letter 
contract  is  illustrated  in  9  15-16.552.1. 

(c)  Definitive  contract.  (1)  The  de¬ 
finitive  contract  resulting  from  a  letter 
contract  shall  constitute  the  entire 
agreement  between  the  parties  and  shall 
Include  in  the  contract  Schedule  any 
letter  contract  clauses,  articles,  terms  or 
conditions  which  are  to  continue  in 
effect.  Also,  the  definitive  contract  shall 
contain  a  contract  Schedule  Article 
similar  to  the  following; 

Aeticle-Lettee  Conteact 

This  definitive  contract  is  effective _ 

(date) 

and  replaces  Letter  Contract  No.  _ 

dated _ _  and  aU  amendments  thereto, 

and  hereinafter  forms  the  entire  agreement 
between  the  parties. 

Any  costs  incurred  or  payments  made 

under  Letter  Contract  No. _ will  be 

considered  to  have  been  incurred  or  made 
under  this  definitive  contract. 

(2)  The  effective  date  of  the  definitive 
contract  shall  be  the  date  the  contract  Is 
signed  by  the  Contracting  Officer,  unless  a 
different  date  is  specified  In  the  contract. 

(Sec.  206(c),  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended  (40 
U.S.C.  486(c) ) 

Section  15-16.552-1  is  added  to  Sub- 
part  15-16.5  to  read  as  follows: 

§  15—16.552—1  Letter  contract. 

EPA  letter  contracts  shall  be  prepared 
in  a  format  similar  to  that  illustrated 
below.  The  chief  officer  responsible  for 
procurement  at  the  contracting  activity 
may  authorize  modification  of  the 
format. 

(a)  Transmittal  letter  and  signature 
page. 


Envieonmental  Peotection  Agency 

Date:  _ 

Letter  Contract 
Contract  No.: _ 

(Contractor) 

Oentlemen:  1.  This  letter,  when  accepted 
by  you,  will  constitute  a  Letter  Contract 
bearing  the  contract  number  shown  above, 
whereby  you,  as  Contractor,  agree  to  furnish 
to  the  Government  the  products  or  services 
set  forth  in  the  attached  Contract  Schedule 
In  accordance  with  the  terms,  conditions, 
and  administrative  provisions  set  forth  in 
the  Schedule  and  the  General  Provisions 
Identified  In  the  Schedule  which  are  at¬ 
tached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof.  This 
Letter,  Schedule,  and  General  Provisions  are 

submitted  to  you  in _ copies. 

(number) 

2.  If  you  agree  to  the  terms  set  forth  in 

the  Scheduie  and  General  Provisions  refer¬ 
enced  therein,  please  indicate  your  accept¬ 
ance  by  signing  the  original  and  _ 

ct^ies  of  this  letter  in  the  place  provided  in 
the  lower  left  comer  and  return  the  ex¬ 
ecuted  copies  to  the  Cohtractlng  Officer  who 
signed  this  letter  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States. 

3.  It  Is  understood  by  your  acceptance 
hNCof  that  you  will  imdertake,  without  de¬ 
lay,  to  enter  into  negotiations  with  the  En- 
vircmmental  Protection  Agency  looking  to 
the  execution  of  a  definitive  contract  and 
to  furnish  aU  cost  and  price  Information 
requested  by  the  Contracting  Officer.  The 
form  and  provisions  of  the  definitive  con¬ 
tract  which  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  intends  to  use  as  the  basis  tor  nego¬ 
tiation  are  set  forth  in  the  Schedule. 

The  United  States  of  Ameeica 


By 


(Contracting  Officer) 

Enclosures 

1.  Administrative  Recitals 

2.  Schedule 

3.  General  Provisions, 

EPA  Form _ 


Accepted 
By . . 


(Date) 


(Contractor’s 

Name) 


(Name:  Official  Title) 

(b)  Administrative  recitals. 

Administeattve  Recitals 


Lettee  Contract  Number _ 

Between 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
And 

(Contractor) 

Installation  (EPA  Issuing  Office) 

Purchase  Request  No. _ 

Appropriation 

Typ®  of  Contract  (Type  anticipated,  Le.,  PP, 
CPPP,  etc.) 

Office  to  Make  Payment 
Contracting  Officer 
Negotiator 
Project  Officer 

This  Instrument  has  been  negotiated  pur¬ 
suant  to  41  U.S.C.  252(c)  0. 

(c)  Contract  schedule. 


Schedule 

ARTICLE  I — STATEMENT  Of  WORK 

(Include  a  complete,  detailed  description 
of  products  and  services  to  be  furnished  or 
cite  an  Exhibit  and  incorporate  by  reference.) 
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ASTICLX  n — BEPORTS  AND  DATA 

(Specify  technical,  progress,  and  financial 
reports  and  data  required  or  cite  reporting 
and  data  requirements  as  Exhibits  and  in¬ 
corporate  by  reference.  Reporting  require¬ 
ments  should  Include  report  contents,  re¬ 
porting  periods,  dates  of  submission,  distri¬ 
bution,  and  approval  requirements.) 

ARTICLE  m — PERIOD  OP  PERFORMANCE 

(Specify  number  of  months  or  other  time 
period  required  for  total  performance  or  list 
delivery  date  for  each  end  item,  as  applicable. 
If  appropriate,  show  performance  period  for 
each  phase  of  work.  See  optional  ARTICLE 
I  below.) 

ARTICLE  rv — INSPECTION  AND  ACCEPTANCE 

(Specify  where  and  by  whom  Inspection 
and  acceptance  will  be  performed,  e.g.) 

a.  Pinal  Inspection  of  all  items  and  services 

called  for  by  this  contract  will  be  pterformed 
by _ *  at _ * 

b.  Pinal  acceptance  of  all  items  and  serv¬ 

ices  called  for  by  this  contract  will  be  per¬ 
formed  by _ '  at - 


ARTICLE  V — F.O.B.  POINT 

(State  F.O.B.  polnt(s)  for  each  item  to  be 
delivered  and  Include  any  instructions  con¬ 
cerning  transportation  modes  and  charges; 
see  EPPR  15-19.3.  Also,  packing,  packaging, 
marking,  and  shipping  instructions  may  be 
added  or  referenced  here  or  stated  in  a  sep¬ 
arate  ARTICLE,  as  considered  iqiprc^rlate.) 

ARTICLE  VI — PAYMENT 

(Include  the  following  limitations  and  ap¬ 
propriate  billing  instructions.) 

a.  Payments  tmder  this  Letter  Contract 

shall  not  exceed  $ _ 

b.  nie  total  price  or  cost  and  fee  to  be 
negotiated  for  the  definitive  contract  shall 
not  exceed  (Insert  total  dollars). 

c.  The  maximum  amount  for  which  the 

Government  will  be  liable  if  this  Letter  Con¬ 
tract  Is  terminated  is  $ _ _ 

d.  Nothing  shall  be  paid  under  this  Letter 
Contract  to  the  Contractor  for  profit  or  tee, 
except  as  provided  in  the  Termination  clause 
of  this  Letter  Contract. 

e.  Specify  billing  instructions.  Note  op¬ 
tional  ARTICLE  2  below. 

(Note  optional  ARTIC7LE  7  for  use  in  cost 
sharing  situations.) 

ARTICLE  vn — TECHNICAL  DIREXmON 

(If  applicable.  Incorporate  an  appropriate 
technical  direction  article.  See  optional  AR¬ 
TICLES  4, 5  and  6  below.) 

ARTICLE  vm — CONTRACTOR  PROJECT  DIRECTOR 

Cniia  ARTICLE  may  be  added  when  a 
“Project  Director”  is  to  be  named  in  the  con¬ 
tract. 

Performance  of  work  required  by  this  Let¬ 
ter  Contract  shall  be  conducted  imder  the 
direction  of  Contractor’s  representative 

- The  Government  reserves 

(name) 

the  right  to  approve  any  successor.) 

ARTICLE  nc — SUBCONTRACT  CONSENT 

To  facilitate  the  review  by  the  Contracting 
Officer  of  a  pri^osed  subcontract,  the  Con- 


1  Insert  Project  Officer,  Contracting  Officer, 

or  - ,  Representative  of  the 

(name) 

Contracting  Officer  as  applicable.  If  appropri¬ 
ate,  add  the  following  statement:  “Por  the 
purpose  of  this  ARTICLE,  the  Project  Officer 
named  in  the  Administrative  Recitals  of  this 
contract  is  the  authorized  representative  of 
the  CTontractlng  Officer.” 

estate  place  or  places  of  inspection  and 
acceptance. 


tractor  shall  submit  the  information  re¬ 
quired  by  Clause _ _  entitled  “Subcon¬ 

tracts,  of  the  General  Provisions,  E3>A  Form 
- The  Contracting  Office  shall  re¬ 
view  the  request  for  consent  to  placement 
of  the  subcontract  and  advise  the  Contractor 
of  his  decision. 

(Note:  List  known  subcontractors,  if  ap¬ 
plicable.) 

ARTICLE  X — ^PRICING  OF  PROPRIETARY  AND/OR 
STANDARD  ITEMS 

Any  and  all  proprietary  and/or  standard 
items  manufactured  by  the  Contractor,  used 
in  connection  with  the  work  to  be  performed 
under  this  contract,  shall  be  charged  to  the 
contract  at  prices  equal  to  or  less  than  net 
prices  charged,  after  the  most  favorable  dis¬ 
count,  to  any  customer  for  similar  quantities 
of  similar  items,  which  prices  shall  also  be 
equal  to  or  less  than  the  most  favorable 
prices  at  which  the  standard  items  could  be 
obtained  from  other  suppliers. 

ARTICLE  XI — ^PUBLICITY  AND  PUBLICATIONS 

It  is  agreed  that  the  Contractor  shall 
acknowledge  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  support  whenever  research  projects 
funded  In  whole  or  In  part  by  this  contract 
are  publicized  In  any  news  media.  The  Con¬ 
tractor  shall  Include  in  any  publication  or  on 
any  sign  or  billboard  resulting  from  the  re¬ 
search  performed  under  this  contract  an 
fMsknowledgement  Identifying  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  as  the  sponsoring 
agency  and  the  associated  contract  number. 

ARTICLE  Xn — TERMINATION 

In  addition  to  the  consideration  specified 

in  Clause(s) _ of  the  General  Provisions, 

EPA  Form _ ,  this  Letter  Contract  shall 

be  terminated  by  the  Government  and  the 
termination  settled  in  accordance  with  that 
TERMINA-nON  Clause  if: 

a.  The  Contracting  Officer  determines  that 
the  parties  are  unable  to  agree  upon  a  defini¬ 
tive  contract,  or 

b.  This  Letter  Contract  Is  not  superseded 
by  a  definitive  contract  within  ninety  (90) 
days  after  acceptance  of  this  Letter  Contract, 
unless  an  extension  of  time  is  granted  by  the 
Contracting  Officer. 

ARTICLE  xm — CLAUSES  INCORPORATED 

a.  There  is  Incorporated  by  r^etenoe  In 
this  Letter  Contract  all  the  clauses  contained 

in  EPA  Form _ ,  General  provisions  for 

a  type - contract,  except  for  changes 

specified  in  ARTICLE  XTV,  entitled  "ALTER¬ 
ATIONS." 

b.  (Identify  and  reference  any  other  clauses 
or  provisions  apprc^riate  to  the  contract  and 
include  such  clauses  with  the  SCHEDULE.) 

ARTICLE  XIV — ALTERATIONS 

(Identify  alterations,  e.g., 

a.  'The  following  clauses  of  EPA  Form 

- -  General  Provisions _ ,  are  hereby 

deleted. 

b.  Clause  _  of  EPA  Form  _ _ 

General  Provisions _ _  is  hereby  deleted 

and  Clause _ is  Inserted  in  lieu  tiiereot 

and  hereby  made  part  of  the  General  Pro¬ 
visions. 

c.  Add  corrections  or  other  changes  to 
clauses.) 

ARTICLE  XV — DEFINITIVE  CONTRACT 

a.  It  is  contemplated  that  a _ type 

definitive  contract  will  be  negotiated  on  the 
basis  of  the  Schedule  and  General  Provisions 
of  this  Letter  Contract  and  such  additional 
clauses  as  are  appropriate  to  the  subject 
matter  of  this  contract.  However,  the  parties 
are  not  hereby  committed  to  the  negotiation 
of  this  type  of  contract. 

b.  The  Contractor  agrees  to  submit  cost 
and  pricing  data  promptly  and  to  enter  into 


negotiation  of  a  definitive  contract  no  later 

than _ _ 

(date) 

c.  It  is  understood  and  agreed  that  pend¬ 
ing  negotiation  of  the  definlMve  contract 
contemplated  by  this  Letter  Contract,  the 

Contractor’s  Proposal  No.  _ ,  dated 

- shall  remain  available  for  acceptance 

by  the  Government.  To  the  extent  that  the 
ultimate  definitive  contract  is  for  the  same 
work  covered  by  the  aforesaid  proposal,  the 
Contractor  agrees  to  negotiate  a  period  of 
performance  or  delivery  date  and  a  price  or 
cost  and  fee  no  less  favorable  than  offered  in 
the  proposal. 

ARTICLE  XVI — DIRECTION  TO  PROCEED 

Except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided  to 
the  contrary  in  this  Letter  Contract,  the  Con¬ 
tractor  is  directed,  upon  his  acceptance  of 
this  Letter  Contract,  to  proceed  immedi¬ 
ately  to  procure  the  necessary  materials,  and 
to  pursue  such  work  with  all  diligence  to  the 
end  that  the  products  mr  services  called  for 
under  ARTICLE  I  of  the  Schedule  will  be  de¬ 
livered  or  performed  in  accordance  with  AR- 
’ITCLE  in  of  the  Schedule  and  all  other  terms 
of  this  Letter  Contzact. 

ARTICLE  xvn — CONTENTS  OF  CCWTRACT 

This  contract  _ _  consists  of 

(number) 

the  following: 

’Transmitted  Letter  and  Signature  Page 
Administrative  Recitals 
Schedule  Pages  1  thru  __ 

General  Provisions,  EPA  Form _ 

(d)  Optional  Articles.  The  following 
optional  articles  may  be  used  as  appro¬ 
priate,  article  numbers  may  be  adjusted 
as  required, 

ARTICLE  1 — ^LEVEL  OF  EFFORT 

(The  following  article  may  be  used  in 
CPFP  Term  Form  situations  where  the  total 
manhours  of  effort  are  specified  in  the  scope 
of  work.) 

a.  The  Contractor’s  contractual  obligation 

is  expressed  in  terms  of  total  manhours  to 
perform  the  effort  set  forth  in  ARTICLE  I— 
SCOPE  OF  WORK.  The  Contractor  shall  pro¬ 
vide  approximately  _ manhours  of  di¬ 

rect  labor  in  pursuit  of  the  effort  described 
in  ARTICLE  1— SCOPE  OP  WORK,  which 
numbers  of  manhours  shall  hereinafter  be 
referred  to  as  the  "Level  of  Effort”  for  this 
contract.  Provided,  however,  the  Contractor 

shall  provide  not  lees  than _ nor  more 

than _ _  manhours  of  direct  labor  in 

pursuit  of  the  effort  described  in  Article  I — 
Scope  of  work. 

b.  The  parties  hereto  agree  to  negotiate  an 
equitable  adjustment  in  the  estimated  cost 
and  fee  of  this  contract  in  the  event  the 
"Level  of  Effort"  actually  expended  by  the 
Contracts-  is  less  than  the  numbM  of  man¬ 
hours  of  direct  labor  established  as  the  mini¬ 
mum  effort  in  paragraph  a.  above. 

e.  It  is  recognized  that  the  Contractor 
is  not  obligated  to  furnish,  nor  is  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  required  to  accept,  any  manhours 
of  effort  in  excess  of  the  number  of  manhours 
of  direct  labor  established  as  the  maximum 
in  paragraph  a.  above. 

ARTICLE  2 - OPTIONAL  PARAGRAPH  e.  TO  PAYMENT 

ARTICLE  VI 

d.  Contractor’s  invoices  or  vendor’s 
shipping  documents  used  as  invoices  shall 
be  prepared  in  accordance  with  the  atttu:hed 

form  entitled,  - - - - 

which  is  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  of 
this  Letter  Contract.  Vouchers  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  certification  to  the  EPA 
Project  Officer,  who  will  forward  them 

to _ for  payment.  Payment  will  be 

made  as  provided  in  Clause - of  the 
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General  Provision,  EPA  Form  _ _ _  except 

as  otherwise  provided  In  this  ARUCLR  VL 
The  Contractor  shall  enter  the  f<dk>wlng 
statement  on  the  reverse  of  the  voucher. 

EPA  Project  Officer  Certificate 

I  certify  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and 
belief  that  the  items  for  which  reimburse¬ 
ment  is  claimed  in  this  voucher  are  reason¬ 
able  and  were  necessarily  Incurred  In  the 
performance  of  the  related  contract;  that  the 
Contractor  performed  the  services  for  which 
reimbursement  is  claimed;  that  all  required 
reports  have  been  received. 


Date  Project  Officer 

ARTICLE  3 — ^P.O.B.  POINT 

a.  The  P.O.B.  point  for  all  Items,  except  re¬ 

ports  furnished  ptirsuant  to  the  Article 
hereof  entitled  “REPORTS  OF  WORK",  un¬ 
der  this  contract  Is _ 

b.  The  F.O.B.  point  for  reports  furnished 
pursuant  to  the  Article  entitled  “REPORTS 
OF  WORK"  is  as  set  forth  thereln. 

c.  Shipments  shall  be  made  on  commercial 
bills  of  lading.  The  Contractor  shall  place 
the  following  statement  on  each  commercial 
bill  of  lading: 

“Transportation  hereunder  Is  for  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  and  the 
actual  total  transportation  charges  paid  to 
the  carrler(s)  by  the  consignor  or  consignee 
are  to  be  reimbursed  by  the  Government, 
pursuant  to  cost-reimbursable  contract  No. 
_ This  may  be  confirmed  by  contract¬ 
ing  such  agency  at  (insert  address  of  con¬ 
tracting  activity). 

ARTICLE  4 — ^TECHNICAL  DIRECTION. 

The  EPA  Project  Officer  or  other  authorized 
individual  named  in  the  Administrative  Re¬ 
citals  of  this  contract  is  responsible  for  guid¬ 
ing  the  technical  aspects  of  the  project  and 
for  general  surveillance  of  the  work  per¬ 
formed.  The  Project  Officer  or  named  in¬ 
dividual  is  not  authOTized  to  make  any  com¬ 
mitments  or  any  changes  which  constitute 


work  not  within  the  general  scope  of  this 
contract,  change  the  expressed  tenna  and 
conditions  incorporated  into  this  contract,  or 
constitute  a  ba^  for  any  increase  in  contract 
price  or  extension  of  the  contract  Period  of 
Performance. 

ARTICLE  S — TECHNICAL  DIRECTION. 

(The  following  may  be  used  in  all  Cost 
Reimbursement  situations  except  cost  shar¬ 
ing  and  co-sponsored  Contracts  and  RFP’s: 

The  attachment  entitled  “Technical  Direc¬ 
tion"  is  hereby  made  a  part  of  this  contract. 
At  the  time  of  award  of  this  contract,  the 
Contracting  Officer  will  designate  a  Project 
Officer  who  will  be  responsible  for  the  tech¬ 
nical  administration  of  this  contract  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  attach¬ 
ment  entitled  “Technical  Direction.") 

ARTICLE  6 — ^TECHNICAL  DIRECTION 

(The  following  article  will  be  used  In 
BFP’s  and  Contracts  which  Involve  Cost 
Sharing  or  Co-sponsorship  under  separate 
contractual  arrangements: 

The  attachment  entitled  “Technical  Direc¬ 
tion”  is  hereby  made  a  part  of  this  contract. 
At  the  time  of  award  of  this  Government 
contract,  the  Contracting  Officer  will  desig¬ 
nate  a  Project  Officer  who  will  be  responsible 
for  issuing  the  technical  directives  for  the 
Government  contract  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  attachment  entitled  “Tech¬ 
nical  Direction.”) 

article  7 — ^PAYMENT 

(The  following  is  for  use  in  RFP’s  and  con¬ 
tracts  where  the  Contractor  is  required  to 
share  some  portion  of  costs  incurred: 

a.  The  estimated  cost  for  the  performance 

of  this  contract  is  $ _ _  The  Contracts 

agrees  to  bear  without  reimbursement  by  the 
Government  __  (%)  percent  of  the  cost  for 
performance  hereunder.  Such  cost  sharing 
shall  be  effected  as  follows: 

Public  vouchers  or  invoices  submitted  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  t>f  this  con¬ 
tract  shall  show  the  total  cost  incurred  for 


the  period  fcs:  which  the  vouchers  or  invoice 
is  submitted,  the  cumulative  total  of  costs 
incurred  through  the  billing  period,  and  the 
percentage  of  costs  to  be  reimbrnsed  by  the 
Government.  However,  the  Government  is 
not  obligated  to  reimburse  the  Contractor 
in  excess  of  (  % )  percent  of  such  amount. 
The  Government  shall  not  be  obligated  to 
reimburse  the  Contractor  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  share  of  the  costs  in  excess  of  $ _ , 

nor  is  the  Contractor  obligated  by  this  con¬ 
tract  to  expend  his  own  funds  in  excess  of 
» . .) 

ARTICLE  8 — DESIGNATION  OF  PATENT  ADVISOR 

The  Patent  Advisor,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
is  hereby  designated  to  represent  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer  in  administering  the  Patents 
and  Inventions  clause  of  this  contract.  Corre¬ 
spondence  with  respect  to  this  clause  should 
be  directed  to  the  Patent  Advisor  with  a  copy 
to  the  Contracting  Officer,  The  requirements 
of  the  Patents  and  Inventions  clause  re¬ 
garding  the  identification  and  mailing  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  Contracting  Officer  in  subcon¬ 
tracts  containing  the  clause  may  be  satisfied 
in  such  subcontracts  by  including  this  entire 
paragraph. 

ARTICLE  g - DESIGNATION  OF  PROPERTY 

ADMINISTRATOR 

- -  Contract  Prop¬ 
erty  Administrator,  is  hereby  designated  the 
property  administrates:  for  this  contract.  The 
Contractor  agrees  to  furnish  to  the  Contract 
Property  Administrator  Information  regard¬ 
ing  Government  property  as  specified  in  this 
contract  and  in  the  manner  and  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  required  by  the  Contract  Property  Ad¬ 
ministrator  or  his  duly  designated  successors. 

ARTICLE  10 — DEFINITIONS 

(Define  terms,  as  appropriate) 

((40  UB.C.  486(c));  sec.  206  (c).63  Stat.  377, 
as  amended) 

[FR  Doc.74-17619  Filed  8-1-74; 8: 45  amj  > 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  426:  Delegation  of  Authority 
No.  130] 

DEPUTY  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 
Delegation  of  Authority 
By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In  me 
by  the  act  of  June  20.  1874  (18  Stat.  90; 
22  UJS.C.  2664) ,  by  section  4  of  the  act 
of  May  26.  1949  (63  Stat.  Ill,  22  U.S.C. 
2658) ,  as  amended,  and  by  Executive  Or¬ 
der  11517  (35  P.R.  4937;  3  CPR  1966-70 
Comp.,  p.  906) ,  I  hereby  delegate  to  the 
Deputy  Secretary  of  State  all  the  author¬ 
ity  and  functions  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  State  by  Executive  Order  11517,  which 
relates  to  Issuance  and  signature  of  war¬ 
rants  appointing  agents  to  return  fugi¬ 
tives  from  justice  extradited  to  the 
United  States.  Notwithstanding  this 
delegation  of  authority,  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  at  any  time  exercise  any  au¬ 
thority  conferred  upon  him  by  Executive 
Order  11517. 

This  Delegation  of  Authority  shall  be 
effective  July  22,  1974. 

Dated:  July  22,  1974. 

[ sealI  Henry  A.  Kissinger, 

Secretary  of  State. 

[PR  Doc.  74-17640  Plied  8-1-74:8:45  amj 


[Public  Notice  425;  Seoretaxlal 
Determination] 

FOREIGN  ASSISTANCE  UNDER  THE 

FISHERMEN’S  PROTECTIVE  ACT 

Transfer  of  Funds 

Pursuant  to  section  5(b)  of  the  Fish¬ 
ermen’s  Protective  Act  of  1967,  as 
amended,  and  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  11772,  I  hereby  certify 
that  It  Is  in  the  national  interest  not  to 
transfer  to  the  account  established  in 
the  Treasury  pursuant  to  section  9  of 
the  Fishermen’s  Protective  Act  of  1967, 
as  amended,  funds  from  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1961  programmed  for 
Panama  in  the  amount  of  $57,200,  which 
amount  is  equal  to  the  amounts  specified 
in  the  attached  list  paid  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  ’Treasury  in  accordance  with 
section  3  of  the  Fishermen’s  Protective 
Act  of  1967,  as  amended,  for  the  seizure 
of  the  fishing  boat  RAFFAELLO  bn 
April  18,  1974. 

This  determination  and  certification 
shall  be  conveyed  to  the  Congress,  as 
required  by  law. 

’This  determination  shall  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Joseph  J.  Sisco, 

Acting  Secretary  of  State. 

July  6,  1974. 

(ni  Doe.74-17«41  Piled  8-1-74:8  :45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ADVISORY  GROUP  ON  ELECTRON 
DEVICES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Department  of  Defense  Advisory 
Group  on  Electron  Devices  will  meet  in 
closed  session  August  20,  1974  at  201 
Varlck  Street.  New  York,  New  York. 

The  purpose  of  the  DoD  Advisory 
Group  on  Electron  Devices,  and  various 
working  groups  thereof,  is  to  provide  the 
Director  of  Defense  Research  and  En¬ 
gineering  and  the  Military  Departments 
with  advice  and  recommendations  on  the 
conduct  of  economical  and  effective  re¬ 
search  and  development  programs  in  the 
field  of  electron  devices;  e.g.,  lasers,  radar 
tubes,  transistors.  Infrared  sensors,  etc. 
The  group  is  also  Uie  vehicle  for  inter¬ 
service  coordination  of  planned  R&D 
efforts. 

In  accordance  with  Public  Law  92-463, 
section  10,  paragraph  (d).  It  is  hereby 
determined  that  the  AGED  meetings 
concern  matters  listed  in  section  552(b) 
of  title  5  of  the  United  States  Code, 
particularly  subparagraph  (1)  thereof, 
and  that  the  public  interest  requires  such 
meetings  be  closed  insofar  as  the  require¬ 
ments  of  subsections  (a)  (1)  and  (a)  (3) 
of  section  10,  Public  Law  92-463  are  con¬ 
cerned. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  (Comptroller) . 

July  30, 1974. 

[PE  Doc.74-17683  PUed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
MARINE  MAMMALS 
Administrative  and  Status  Report  1974 

The  following  report  of  administrative 
actions  and  the  status  of  marine  mam¬ 
mals  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  section  103(f)  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
(Public  Law  92-522) . 

The  Department  of  the  Interior,  imder 
section  3(12)  (B)  of  the  Act,  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  following  marine  mammals: 
Walruses,  polar  bear,  sea  otter,  manatees, 
and  dugongs.  This  report  is  current  as  of 
June  21,  1974. 

Administrative  Actions' 

Final  regulations  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  February  25, 
1974,  to  implement  the  Marine  Mammal 
Protection  Act  of  1972.  ’These  regulations 


provide  rules  and  procedures  regarding 
wildlife  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Including 
definitions,  prohibition  on  taking  and 
scientific  research  and  public  display 
permits.  Eleven  permit  applications  were 
received  during  the  period  May  10, 1973- 
Jime  21,  1974.  ’Three  of  these  were  ap¬ 
proved,  three  were  rejected  and  five  were 
pending  final  action. 

Scientific  research  permits  were  issued 
to  the  University  of  Afiaml  for  the  col¬ 
lection  of  up  to  thirty  (30)  manatees 
found  dead,  and  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  to  immobilize  and  mark 
up  to  125  polar  bears.  One  public  display 
permit  was  Issued  to  Sea  World,  Inc.  for 
the  collection  of  eight  (8)  walrus  pups. 
The  walrus  pups  will  be  used  to  replace 
the  twelve  (12)  walrus  which  were  col¬ 
lected  by  Sea  World  last  year,  all  of 
which  were  lost  due  to  apparent  dietary 
problems.  ’The  issuance  of  the  Sea  World 
permit  was  based  primarily  on  the  need 
for  further  inveetigatloQ  of  the  husband¬ 
ry  requirements  of  walrus. 

’The  implications  rejected  were  all  for 
public  dlimlay  by  various  zoos.  ’Two  were 
rejected  as  they  were  blanket  permit  ap¬ 
plications  for  marine  mammals  and  the 
third,  which  was  withdrawn,  was  a  re¬ 
quest  to  import  manatees.  The  five  pend¬ 
ing  permits  Include  a  request  to  Import 
for  public  display,  a  polar  bear  skin;  a 
request  to  Import,  for  public  display,  two 
live  polar  bears;  and  three  requests  for 
scientific  research.  ’Hie  applications  for 
scientific  research  are  to  collect  and 
tag  walrus;  to  Import  skeletal  parts  of 
one  polar  bear,  which  is  alread^  dead; 
and  to  take  walrus  and  sea  otter  as  part 
of  a  continuing  research  project  by  the 
Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game. 

Summary.— Sfaiiu  of  marine  mammal  permit  applicMons 
a»  0/  June  tt,  197i 

Type  Number  Number  Number  Number 
application  recelTed  approved  rejected  pending 

Scientific  re¬ 
search . j  S  2 .  3 

Public  display.  6  13  2 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  enforcement 
personnel  reported  a  total  of  ninety  (90) 
investigations  of  violations  of  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972  as  of 
March  30, 1974.  Thirty-four  of  these  cases 
were  referred  to  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  who  had  primary  juris¬ 
diction.  ’The  remaining  were  either  acted 
upon  or  referred  to  States  Involved.  Seven 
states  reported  a  total  of  nineteen  marine 
mammal  investigations.  These  were  pri¬ 
marily  concerned  with  sea  otters  and 
manatees. 

A  close  liaison  has  been  established 
with  the  Marine  Mammal  Commission 
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Including  procedures  for  review  of  per¬ 
mit  applications  and  exchange  of  infor¬ 
mation.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  person¬ 
nel  attended  Marine  Mammal  Conmls- 
sion  meetings  in  Seattle,  Washington  and 
San  Diego,  California. 

In  an  effort  to  further  strengthen  over¬ 
all  coor^natlon  of  this  Department’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities.  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice  established  and  filled  a  Program  Co¬ 
ordinators  position  in  January  and  a 
Marine  Mammal  Coordinators  position  in 
May.  The  Marine  Mammal  Coordinator 
will  serve  as  a  focus  and  catalyst  for  all 
marine  mammal  matters  within  the  De¬ 
partment  mid  will  act  as  liaison  with  the 
Departments  of  Commerce  and  State, 
Marine  Mammal  Commission,  State 
agencies,  and  interested  conservation  or¬ 
ganizations. 

During  Fiscal  Year  1974,  the  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service  provided  additional  posi¬ 
tions  in  Alaska  for  law  enforcement  and 
research,  the  two  principal  programs  in¬ 
volved.  The  research  on  polar  bears,  sea 
otters,  and  walrus  is  being  accelerated. 

All  affected  states  have  been  contacted 
regarding  cooperative  research  efforts 
(section  109) .  Initial  contact  to  facilitate 
early  initiation  of  field  work  was  in  terms 
of  contract  research,  with  Pish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service  providing  all  funding. 

This  has  been  supplemented  by  prepa¬ 
ration  (and  anticipated  early  publica¬ 
tion)  of  procedures  for  participation  in 
“grant”  type  efforts.  Thus  far,  response 
has  been  obtained  only  from  Alaska  (re¬ 
ceived  in  April)  and  their  proposals  are 
being  reviewed. 

From  November  13  to  15, 1973,  the  five 
circumpolar  nations — Canada,  E)enmark, 
Norway,  the  U.S.  and  the  U.S.S.R. — met 
in  Oslo,  Norway  and  concluded  an  agree¬ 
ment  for  the  conservation  of  the  polar 
bear.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  meeting  it 
was  signed  by  all  the  participants  except 
the  Soviet  Union,  which  signed  the  Agree¬ 
ment  on  February  1,  1974,  The  Agree¬ 
ment  is  not  only  the  first  among  the  cir¬ 
cumpolar  nations,  but  the  first  for  the 
conservation  of  that  animal. 

The  Agreement  provides  a  broad  pro¬ 
hibition  on  the  taking  of  polar  bears,  sub¬ 
ject  to  an  exception  limited  by  the  abil- 
tty  of  hunters  to  penetrate  into  the  Arc¬ 
tic  from  surrounding  territories  by  the 
sole  means  which  are,  or  have  become, 
traditional  for  them;  by  dog  sled  or  in 
some  cases,  snowmobile.  The  Agreement 
bans  the  use  of  aircraft  and  large  mo¬ 
torized  vessels.  The  generally  accepted 
principles  of  polar  conservation  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  apply.  In  this  respect,  there  is  in 
the  case  of  several  of  the  polar  nations 
a  moratoriiun  on  the  taking  of  polar 
bears. 

Arrangements  were  made  for  research 
programs  and  international  sharing  and 
coordination  of  research  results,  the 
protection  of  polar  bear  ecosystems  and 
control  of  international  traffic  in  illegal 
polar  bear  skins. 

A  special  task  force  composed  of  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  and  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service  representatives 
has  been  establiidied  to  prepare  an  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  concern¬ 


ing  the  waiving  of  the  moratorium  In 
regard  to  several  species  of  marine 
mammals  in  Alaska.  This  study  Is  being 
imdertaken  as  a  result  of  a  request  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  State  of  Alaska  In  Janu¬ 
ary  1973,  for  approval  of  State  laws  and 
regulation  under  section  109(a)  (2)  of 
the  Act.  allowing  a  managed  harvest 
of  certain  marine  mammals. 

Status  of  Marine  Mammals 

POLAR  BEAR 

(.Ursus  maritimus) 

Distribution  and  migration.  Polar 
bears  occur  only  in  the  northern  hemi¬ 
sphere,  nearly  always  In  association  with 
Arctic  sea  ice.  Centers  of  six  geographi¬ 
cally  isolated  polar  bear  populations 
that  have  been  Identified  in  the  main 
polar  basin  are  Wrangel  Island-western 
Alaska,  northern  Alaska,  northern 
Canada,  Greenland,  Spltsbergen-Franz 
Josef  Land,  and  central  Siberia.  Sepa¬ 
rate  populations  also  occur  further 
south  in  Hudson  Bay  in  Canada. 

Bears  are  most  abundant  near  the 
southern  edge  of  the  sea  ice  but  do  occur 
throughout  most  of  the  polar  basin  and 
have  been  recorded  as  far  north  as  88* 
N.  latitude.  They  make  extensive  north- 
south  movements  related  to  the  seasonal 
position  of  the  southern  edge  of  the  ice. 
In  winter,  bears  off  Alaska  commonly 
occur  as  far  south  as  Bering  Strait  and 
occasionally  reach  St.  Lawrence  Island 
and  even  St.  Matthew  Island  in  the  Ber¬ 
ing  Sea.  In  Uie  summer,  north  of  Alaska, 
the  edge  of  the  ice  pack  and  bears  com¬ 
monly  occur  bet^ween  71*  and  72'  N.  lati¬ 
tude.  Pregnant  females  concentrate  for 
winter  denning  and  bearing  yoimg  on 
large  offshore  Russian  islands,  northern 
Canadian  islands,  and  certain  of  the 
Spitsbergen  islands. 

Abundance  and  trends.  Total  popula¬ 
tion  estimates,  which  range  from  a  low 
of  10,000  by  the  Soviets  to  a  high  of 
20,000  by  the  Norwegians,  are  based  on 
broad  assumptions  and  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  very  generaL  Abimdance  of 
bears  off  the  Alaska  coast  and  the  mag¬ 
nitude  of  sustained  long-term  harvests 
suggest  that  the  20,000  figure  may  be 
low. 

Diu-ing  the  1930’s,  1940’s,  and  1950’s, 
Alaska  Natives  harvested  about  120  bears 
annually.  Trophy  hunting  with  the  use 
of  aircraft  developed  in  the  1950’s,  and 
the  average  annual  kill  gradually  in¬ 
creased  to  250  for  1961-72.  The  number 
of  bears  reported  per  hour  of  fiying  by 
Alaska  himting  giiides  did  not  show  a 
trend  during  1956-69,  the  period  when 
guides  provided  reliable  data.  Sex  com¬ 
position  for  1961-72,  when  87  percent  of 
the  bears  were  taken  with  the  use  of  air¬ 
craft,  was  70-80  percent  males.  Selective 
hunting  with  use  of  aircraft  reduced  the 
percentage  of  mature  males  in  the  popu¬ 
lation.  A  high  percentage  of  females  with 
young  in  the  population  indicated  a 
healthy  rate  of  reproduction,  however. 
Age  composition  of  bears  harvested  west 
of  Alaska  during  the  aircraft  himting  era 
did  not  show  a  trend.  The  average  age 
of  bears  harvested  north  of  Alaska  de¬ 


clined  in  1970  and  1971,  refiecting  high 
harvests  in  1966  and  1967,  and  then  in¬ 
creased  in  1972  as  a  result  of  hunting  re¬ 
strictions  and  reductions  In  harvest  after 
1967.  Harvests  after  passage  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972, 
which  permits  hunting  only  by  Natives 
for  subsistence  or  as  a  source  of  material 
for  traditional  articles  of  Native  handi¬ 
craft  or  clothing,  were  7  in  1973  and  ap¬ 
proximately  40  in  1974.  An  increase  in 
the  number  of  bears  was  reported  along 
Alaska’s  northwest  and  north  coast  in 
the  winter  of  1973-74,  possibly  because 
the  Marine  Mammal  Act  had  sharply 
reduced  harvests  for  two  seasons.  Some 
residents  of  the  Arctic  coast  are  now 
concerned  that  polar  bears  may  become 
numerous  enough  to  become  a  nuisance 
in  some  areas. 

Russians  believe  that  polar  bear  pop¬ 
ulations  in  the  Soviet  Arctic  declined  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  half  of  the  century  and  have 
now  stabilized  since  hunting  was  stopped 
in  1956.  Average  annual  harvests  in 
Spitsbergen,  about  300  prior  to  1970,  have 
been  reduced  to  an  estimated  5  or  6  by  a 
5-year  moratorium  on  hunting.  The  har¬ 
vest  in  Greenland  is  125-150  bears  per 
year.  Annual  harvests  in  Canada  ap¬ 
proached  600  during  the  early  1960’s  and 
are  now  about  500. 

General  biology.  Polar  bears,  other 
than  family  groups  of  females  and  young, 
are  solitary  most  of  the  year.  During  the 
breeding  season  in  late  March,  April, 
and  May,  males  actively  seek  out  females 
by  following  their  tracks  on  the  sea  Ice. 
Bears  are  polygamous;  a  male  remains 
with  a  female  a  relatively  short  time  and 
then  seeks  another  female.  Delayed  im¬ 
plantation  probably  occurs. 

Pregnant  females  seek  out  denning 
areas,  generally  in  October.  Known  den¬ 
ning  concentration  areas  occur  on  Rus¬ 
sian,  Canadian,  and  Spitsbergen  islands. 
Bears  den  along  sections  of  the  Green¬ 
land  coast  and  the  north  Alaska  coast. 
Some  denning  occurs  on  heavy  pack  ice 
north  of  Alaska.  Bears  most  commonly 
den  under  banks  along  the  coast  or  riv¬ 
ers,  or  on  slopes  where  snow  drifts.  A  den¬ 
ning  female  commonly  forms  a  depres¬ 
sion  in  the  snow  and  then  enlarges  a  den¬ 
ning  chamber  as  snow  drifts  over  her. 
Young,  weighing  between  1  and  2  pounds, 
are  bom  in  December,  A  litter  of  two  is 
the  most  common,  one  is  quite  common, 
and  three  is  rare.  The  female  and  cubs 
break  out  of  the  den  in  late  March  or 
early  April  when  cubs  weigh  about  15 
pounds.  They  make  short  trips  to  and 
from  the  opened  den  for  several  days  as 
the  cubs  become  acclimated  to  outside 
temperatures.  If  the  den  Is  on  land  the 
family  group  then  travels  to  the  sea  ice. 
In  most  sections  of  the  Arctic,  yoimg  re¬ 
main  with  the  mother  until  they  are 
about  28  months  old. 

Females  breed  again  at  about  the  time 
they  separate  from  their  young  so  nor¬ 
mally  they  can  produce  litters  every 
third  year.  Females  can  first  breed  at  3 
or  4  and  males  at  4  years  of  age,  but  some 
animals  are  older  at  first  breeding. 
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Most  bears  do  not  live  beyond  25  years. 
Mature  females  off  the  Alaskan  coast 
weigh  400  to  700  poimds  and  mature 
males  700  to  1,400  pounds.  Animals  west 
of  Alaska  are  larger  than  animals  north 
of  Alaska.  Polar  bears  feed  primarily  on 
ringed  seals  and  also  on  bearded,  harp, 
and  bladdemose  seals.  They  occasionally 
eat  carrion,  including  w’hale,  walrus, 
and  seal  carcasses,  and  small  mammals, 
birds,  eggs,  and  vegetation  when  other 
food  is  not  available. 

Approximately  60  percent  of  Alaskan 
bears  harbor  Trichinells  spiralis,  ap¬ 
parently  obtained  from  eating  seals  and 
other  marine  mammals,  garbage,  and 
possibly  carcasses  of  other  bears.  Polar 
bear  liver  is  toxic  if  eaten  because  of 
high  vitamin  A  content. 

Ecological  problems.  Long-term  cli¬ 
matic  trends  probably  have  a  major  im¬ 
pact  on  bear  populations.  Warming 
trends  restrict  areas  that  are  suitable 
for  denning  and  feeding,  and  cooling 
trends  favor  expansion  of  populations. 

Human  development,  especially  that 
associated  with  oil  and  gas  extraction, 
poses  the  greatest  immediate  threat  to 
polar  bears.  Oil  exploration  and  drilling 
In  denning  areas  could  cause  bears  to  den 
in  less  suitable  areas.  Oil  spills  from  off¬ 
shore  drilling  or  transporting  of  oil 
through  ice  covered  waters  could  reduce 
insulating  value  of  bears’  fiu*  and  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  food  chain  below  them. 
Ice  would  hinder  or  prevent  containment 
of  a  spill,  and  currents  could  distribute 
oil  over  large  areas. 

Recent  studies  indicate  that  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  of  bears  have  traditionally 
denned  and  produced  young  along  Alas¬ 
ka’s  north  coast.  Increased  human  ac¬ 
tivity  will  perh£u>s  cause  fewer  bears  to 
come  ashore  to  den  and,  therefore,  they 
will  den  in  less  favorable  sea  ice  sites  or 
will  desert  land  dens  earlier  than  normal 
when  cubs  are  less  able  to  survive.  The 
proposed  gas  pipeline  from  Prudhoe  Bay. 
Alaska,  to  the  MacKenzle  Delta,  Canada, 
coiild  have  a  serious  impact  on  polar 
bear  denning  in  and  west  of  the  Arctic 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Mercury  and  low  levels  of  DDT  and 
PCB’s  have  been  foimd  in  tissue  samples 
of  all  Alaskan  bears  checked  for  these 
contaminants. 

Allocation  problems.  In  Alaska  after 
about  1950,  trophy  hunting  with  aircraft 
largely  replaced  Native  hunting  from  the 
groimd  for  subsistence  and  sale  of  hides. 
Use  of  airplanes  for  himting  has  been 
severely  criticized  in  recent  years,  and 
some  preservationists  would  like  to  stop 
even  the  small  amount  of  hunting  which 
Natives  now  do  from  the  ground.  On  the 
other  hand,  non-Native  residents  al  the 
Arctic  coast  believe  they  are  being  dis¬ 
criminated  against  becau.se  only  Natives 
can  himt. 

The  U.S.S.R.  believes  that  bear  stocks 
off  the  Siberian  coast  have  been  reduced 
and  restricts  taking  to  a  few  cubs  ioc 
zoos.  Until  recent  years,  Norwegian  seal¬ 
ers  killed  bears  as  predators,  Spitsbergen 
tn^jpers  used  baited  set  gxms  to  obtain 
hides  for  sale,  and  trophy  hunters  took 
bears  from  Norwegian  boats  in  the  sum¬ 


mer.  The  present  feeling  in  Norway  is 
that  only  a  few  residents  of  Spitsbergen 
should  take  bears,  and  set  guns  should 
ZK)t  be  used.  In  Greenlaad  only  Eskimos 
or  long-term  residents  are  permitted  to 
harvest  bears,  primarily  for  subsistence 
and  personal  use  of  skins.  The  Canadian 
harvest  has  traditionally  been  by  Elski- 
mos  for  subsistence  and  to  obtain  skins 
for  sale.  Trophy  hunting  from  the  ground 
is  starting  in  Canada  and  is  being  en¬ 
couraged  by  managing  agencies. 

Regulations.  In  Alaska,  past  manage¬ 
ment  practices  to  limit  polar  bear  har¬ 
vests  established  seasons,  bag  limits,  and 
a  permit  system;  protected  young  and 
females  with  young;  and  limited  the 
number  of  hunts  conducted  by  each 
guide.  Two  management  areas  were 
established,  one  to  the  west  of  Alaska 
and  one  to  the  north  of  Alaska.  Residents 
were  allowed  to  hunt  bears  at  any  time 
for  food  provided  aircraft  were  not  used. 
Hides  and  skulls  of  all  bears  taken  had 
to  be  presented  to  the  Alaska  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Fish  and  Game  within  30  days 
for  examination,  sealing,  and  removal  of 
a  tooth  for  age  determination.  Alaska 
banned  the  use  of  aircraft  for  hunting 
polar  bears  after  July  1972,  and  length¬ 
ened  the  season  to  encourage  sport  hunt¬ 
ing  from  the  ground. 

’The  Federal  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1972  assumed  management 
authority  for  polar  bears  and  limited 
their  harvest  to  Alaska  coastal  Eskimos 
for  subsistence  or  for  manufacture  of 
traditional  Native  articles  of  clothing  or 
handicraft.  The  Marine  Mammal  Act 
removed  restrictions  on  harvest  of  fe¬ 
males  with  young  and  young  by  Natives. 
Marine  Mammal  Act  regulations  prevent 
polar  bear  skins  from  being  tanned  or 
sold  to  non-Natives,  and  skins  from  bears 
now  being  taken  are  being  wasted. 

The  U.SBJR.  has  not  allowed  polar 
bear  hxmtlng  since  1956.  Norway  stopped 
set  gun  and  trophy  himtlng  In  1971  and 
enacted  a  5-year  moratorliun  In  1973  on 
all  harvesting  because  recent  studies  In¬ 
dicate  the  Spitsbergen  polar  bear  popu¬ 
lation  is  smaller  than  previously  believed. 
In  Greenland  only  Eskimos  or  long-term 
residents  may  take  bears  and  must  use 
traditional  ground  methods  of  hunting. 
In  Canada,  prior  to  1968,  Eskimos  hunt¬ 
ing  from  the  ground  took  bears  with  few 
restrictions.  The  Northwest  Territories, 
where  most  bears  are  taken,  has  now 
established  polar  bear  hunting  districts 
with  quotas.  Trophy  hunters  may  pur¬ 
chase  a  permit  from  a  district  to  take 
a  bear  from  Its  quota,  provided  a  resident 
Is  used  as  a  guide. 

In  November  1973  the  five  polar  bear 
nations  drafted  an  agreement  on  conser¬ 
vation  of  polar  bears  which,  when  rati¬ 
fied,  win  allow  bears  to  be  taken  only  in 
areas  where  they  have  been  taken  by  tra¬ 
ditional  means  in  the  past,  and  will  pro¬ 
hibit  use  of  aircraft  and  large  motorized 
vessels  as  an  aid  In  taking.  The  agree¬ 
ment  also  calls  for  both  national  research 
and  cooperative  international  research 
and  management,  especially  on  popula¬ 
tions  occurring  on  the  high  seas  or  within 
more  than  one  national  jurisdiction ;  pro¬ 


vides  protection  for  ecosystems  of  which 
polar  bears  are  a  part;  by  resolution  seeks 
special  protection  from  hunting  for  den¬ 
ning  females,  females  with  cubs,  and 
cubs;  and  by  resolution  asks  for  an  In¬ 
ternational  system  of  hide  Identification 
to  better  control  traffic  In  hides. 

Current  research  effort.  The  govern¬ 
ments  of  Canada,  Norway,  Denmark, 
U.S.S.R.,  and  the  United  States  are  con¬ 
ducting  intensive  long-term  investiga¬ 
tions.  In  most  coimtries  shorter  term 
projects  funded  by  imlversltles  and 
grants  complement  government  pro¬ 
grams.  Research  programs  are  coordi¬ 
nated  internationally  by  the  Polar  Bear 
Specialist  Group  under  the  auspices  of 
the  International  Union  for  the  Conser¬ 
vation  of  Nature. 

SEA  OTTER 

(Bnhydra  lutris) 

Distribution  and  migration.  Popula¬ 
tions  in  waters  of  the  United  States  are 
resident  (the  sea  otter  is  not  migratory) 
along  the  west  coast  of  North  America 
fr(Mn  central  California  north  to  Prince 
William  Soimd  and  westward  along  the 
Aleutian  Chain  to  Attu  Island.  In  waters 
of  the  UB.SJt.  the  sea  otter  occms  at 
the  Commander  Islands,  along  the  south¬ 
ern  Kamcha^  Peninsula,  and  among 
the  Kvuil  Islands.  It  seldom  ranges  off¬ 
shore  beyond  the  SO-fathom  (180  feet) 
depth  curve. 

Abundance  and  trends.  In  1956  the 
Alaska  sea  otter  population,  based  on 
aerial  surveys,  was  estimated  to  be  about 
25,000  animals  and  to  be  increasing  ex¬ 
ponentially  at  about  4  to  5  percent  per 
year;  the  world  population  was  estimated 
at  32,000  to  35,000  animals.  After  addi¬ 
tional  surveys  In  1970.  the  Alaska  popu¬ 
lation  estimate  was  50,000.  In  1972,  with 
refined  techniques  and  additional  surveys 
using  a  variety  of  methods,  the  Alaskan 
p(H>ulation  was  estimated  to  be  100,000  to 
125,000  animals  and  still  Increasing.  ’The 
Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
published  a  breakdown  ot  sea  otter  pop¬ 
ulation  estimates  according  to  Game 
Management  units.  The  total  estimates 
taken  from  this  publication  are  101,050 
to  121,050  otters. 

From  a  helicopter  survey  of  Prince 
William  Sound  In  June  1973,  the  Alaska 
Department  of  Fish  and  Gtame  estimated 
that  there  were  5,000  sea  otters  and  that 
the  populatlmi  was  extending  its  range 
and  increasing.  The  results  of  a  similar 
survey  made  in  early  March  1974  are  not 
yet  available.  A  surface  survey  of  some  of 
the  areas  of  Prince  William  Sound  by  the 
UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  at  about 
the  same  time  indicated  between  7  and  8 
pups  per  100  animals  other  than  pups. 

The  sea  otter  has  received  a  high 
measure  of  protection  by  both  Federal 
and  State  laws  since  1911  and  is  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  aboriginal  hunting.  Prior  to  1741, 
a  large  coastal  Native  population  had  ex- 
plirited  the  sea  otter  for  some  thousands 
of  years.  ’Thus,  within  Its  present  range 
the  sea  otter  today  Is  probably  more 
abundant  than  it  has  been  for  centuries. 

Otters  from  Amchitka  Island  and 
Prince  William  Sound  were  transplanted 
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to  the  following  locations:  Southeastern 
Alaska  in  1965,  1966,  1968,  and  1969 
(total  413);  British  Columbia  In  1969, 
1970,  and  1972  (total  89);  Washington 
in  1969  and  1970  (total  59) ;  Oregtm  In 
1970  and  1971  (total  93) ;  and  the  PrlbDof 
Islands  in  1959  and  1968  (total  64) .  AH 
transplant  figures  are  from  J.  S.  Vania 
and  are  contained  in  unpublished  re¬ 
ports  at  the  Alaska  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game  and  annual  reports  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Committee  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Society  of  Mammaloglsts,  1965-73. 
Among  transplanted  otters,  young  have 
been  observed  in  Southeastern  Alaska, 
British  Columbia,  and  Oregon. 

The  northwestern  coast  of  Washington 
was  surveyed  from  a  helicopter  in  early 
May  1974  by  the  Pish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice.  Only  one  adult  sea  otter  was  seen. 
Widely  scattered  individuals  may  have 
been  overlooked,  but  conditions  for  ob¬ 
serving  were  good.  It  is  likely  that  few 
of  the  59  animals  translocated  in  1969 
and  1970  remain.  Survival  of  trans¬ 
planted  sea  otters  ranged  from  poor  to 
excellent,  so  the  nximbers  of  animals  re¬ 
ported  transplanted  is  of  varlaJble 
significance.  * 

California  population  counts  are  as 
follows:  about  150  in  1938,  638  in  August 
1957,  1,014  in  August  1968  and  1,060  in 
January  1972.  Otters  occur  from  Monte¬ 
rey  Bay,  Callfomla,  south  to  Morro  Bay 
and  are  extending  their  range  north  and 
south.  Based  on  the  1972  coxmt,  the  total 
California  population  was  estimated  to 
be  1,200  to  1,500  animals.  The  sea  otter 
population  in  mid-1973  was  estimated  to 
be  about  1,600  to  1,800  animals  that 
ranged  from  Santa  Cruz  on  the  norUi  to 
Just  beyond  Point  Buchon  on  the  south. 
These  counts  and  estimates  indicate  that 
the  population  is  extending  its  range  and 
Increasing. 

General  hidlogy.  The  sea  otter  is  the 
largest  member  of  the  family  Mustelldae, 
reaching  a  length  of  148  cm  and  a  weight 
of  45.5'kg.  It  becomes  sexually  mature  at 
about  4  years  of  age  and  bears  a  sli^le 
yoimg,  weighing  approximately  2.3  kg, 
about  every  2  years.  The  pup  nurses  for 
10  to  12  months,  but  during  this  period 
often  takes  solid  food  gathered  ^  the 
mother.  The  mother  is  very  attentive  to 
her  young.  Most  of  the  young  are  bom 
during  the  summer,  but  births  and  mat¬ 
ing  may  occur  at  any  season.  Breeding 
behavior  is  promiscuous;  mating  mide 
and  female  remain  together  for  as  long 
as  3  days.  The  dense  imderfur  is  about  1 
inch  long;  the  guard  hairs  are  about  0.25 
inch  longer.  A  healthy  animal  may  ac¬ 
cumulate  considerable  body  fat  but  there 
is  no  layer  of  blubber.  The  sea  otter  is, 
therefore,  dependent  for  insulation  from 
cool  (35*  to  50*  P)  marine  waters  on  the 
air  blanket  retained  among  the  800,000,- 
000  pelage  fibers. 

Mortality  at  Amchltka  Island  (the 
only  area  studied  intensively)  is  greatest 
in  winter  and  early  spring.  A  dense  popu¬ 
lation  there  deplete  f(x>d  organisms, 
and  starvation  occurred  during  stormy 
weather.  Young,  deserted  by  mothers 
during  storms,  accounted  for  70  percent 
of  the  mortality.  Hie  remaining  30  per- 
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cent  were  predominantly  animals  show¬ 
ing  signs  of  old  age.  Most  of  the  dead 
animals  exhibited  signs  of  starvation  and 
enteritis.  Internal  parasites  include  Tre- 
matoda  (4  spp.) ,  Cestoda  (2  spp.) ,  Nema- 
toda  (1  sp.)  and  Acanthocephala  (5  or 
possibly  6  spp.) .  A  nasal  mite,  the  only 
ectoparasite  foimd.  is  commcm  in  harbor 
seals  but  occurred  rarely  in  the  sea  otter; 
infestatlcm  from  contacts  on  common 
hauling  out  places  is  suspected. 

Ecological  problems.  In  several  Aleu¬ 
tian  Island  areas  the  sea  otter  has  over- 
populated  its  habitat  and  depleted  food 
resources;  population  declines  were  ob- 
servecL  Oil  pollution  of  waters  occupied 
by  sea  otters  would  be  fatal  to  them. 
Pesticide  residxies  have  been  found  in 
California  sea  otters,  but  the  effect  on 
them  is  unknown. 

Allocation  problems.  There  is  confiict 
over  management  of  the  population  off 
the  coast  of  California,  because  the  sea 
otter  is  a  predator  of  the  abalone.  An 
orgranized  group  (Friends  of  the  Sea  Ot¬ 
ter,  Big  Sur,  California  93920)  wants  the 
population  completely  protected  so  that 
it  can  expand  into  its  original  range. 
Abalone  fishermen,  both  commercial  and 
sport,  want  the  population  controlled  and 
to  the  refuge  and  areas  where  the 
abalone  is  not  abundant. 

From  1962  through  1969,  the  State  of 
Alaska  took  2,933  pelts  for  sale  at  auc¬ 
tion,  but  the  enterprise  was  of  marginal 
financial  success.  No  harvest  of  sldns 
has  been  taken  since  1969.  The  sale  of  402 
skins  took  place  cm  February  9,  1972. 

Regulations.  The  sea  otter  is  protected 
by  the  Marine  Mammal  Protectlcm  Act 
of  1972  (PL  92-522) .  In  Callfcumia  it  is 
listed  as  a  complete  protected  animal. 

Current  research  and  funding  of  sea 
otter  studies.  The  State  of  Ala^a  em¬ 
ployed  one  full-time  biologist  (Karl  B. 
Schneider)  from  1965  to  1973.  TLe  UB. 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service  employed  one 
full-time  bicdoglst  from  1955  to  1974. 
Another  biologist  was  assigned  in  1974. 
The  California  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game  employs  erne  full-time  biologist 
(Paul  W.  Wild)  and  an  sisslstant  (Jack 
Ames) .  This  program  began  in  1968  and 
continues.  The  Owlngs  Foundation,  pri¬ 
vately  endowed,  employs  Judson  Vande- 
vere  as  a  full-time  sea  otter  naturalist. 

ATLANTIC  WALRUS 

iOdoibenus  rosmarus  rosmarus) 

Distribution  and  migration.  The  At¬ 
lantic  walrus  is  found  in  open  waters 
near  ice  in  the  Arctic  and  Atlantic 
Oceans.  There  appear  to  be  two  breeding 
groups:  (1)  Kara  Sea  to  eastern  Green¬ 
land  and  (2)  western  Greenland  and 
eastern  Canada.  Most  animals  migrate 
south  in  winter  and  move  north  in  the 
spring  as  the  ice  retreats.  Stormy  weather 
may  occasionally  force  overland  travel. 

Abundance  and  trends.  No  figures  on 
numbers  are  available  since  1967  when 
the  estimate  was  25,000.  The  average 
annual  kill  is  estimated  at  2,700  and  the 
annual  Increment  is  believed  to  be  be¬ 
tween  12  and  20  percent.  Any  increase 
in  kin  would  seriously  jeopardize  this 
subspecies.  Herds  in  the  Barents,  Kara, 
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and  White  Seas  are  reported  to  be  close 
to  extinction. 

General  biology.  This  subspecies  is 
smaller  than  the  Pacific  walrus  with 
males  averaging  680  kg  and  females  566 
kg.  Gestation  period  is  thought  to  be  10 
to  11  months  with  one  young  produced 
every  other  year.  The  yoimg  nurse  for  as 
long  as  24  months. 

Ecological  problems.  Dredging  or  other 
disturbance  of  clam  beds  would  prob¬ 
ably  threaten  the  primary  food  btwe  of 
the  walrus. 

Allocation  problems.  Eskimo  himters 
kill  about  2,700  per  year  with  the  meat 
being  used  primarily  for  dog  food  and 
the  tusks  for  carving  figurines  and  tools. 
The  number  of  animals  lost  after  killing 
is  probably  high. 

Regulations.  Since  1956  the  U.S.S.R. 
has  prohibited  all  hunting  except  that 
necessary  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Es¬ 
kimo  people.  Denmark  limits  the  take  to 
Greenland  residents  using  craft  under 
40  tons.  Hunting  areas  and  dates  are  also 
specified.  Canada  limits  killing  to  Eski¬ 
mos  and  a  few  white  residents. 

PACIFIC  WALRUS 

(Odobenus  rosmearus) 

Distribution  and  migration.  The  entire 
population  winters  in  the  seas(mal  pack 
ice  of  the  Bering  Sea.  When  the  ice  was 
at  maximum  extent  in  April  1972,  con¬ 
centrations  of  walruses  were  foimd  north 
and  south  of  the  west  end  of  St.  Lawrence 
Island  and  in  central  Bristol  Bay.  Areas 
of  sparse  abundance  surround  the  areas 
of  concentration.  Ice  movements  caused 
by  currents  of  wind  and  water  create 
leads  and  break  up  pack  ice.  Walruses 
are  thus  able  to  feed  in  these  relatively 
shallow  waters,  generally  less  than  40 
fathoms  (240  feet)  deep. 

There  may  be  two  or  more  peaks  in 
migration,  depending  on  weather  and 
ice  conditions.  From  mid-May  to  early 
June  most  females  and  young  move 
through  Bering  Strait  with  ice  carried 
by  strong  currents.  In  mid- June  large 
numbers  of  males  move  north.  However, 
in  1954  about  1,000  adult  and  subadult 
males  remained  throughout  the  summer 
on  and  near  Round  Island  in  northern 
Bristid  Bay.  An  estimated  1,500-2,000 
were  present  therein  June  1958,  and  2,000 
to  3,000  on  shore  plus  additional  animals 
in  the  water  in  1966.  Other  haul-out 
areas  may  be  used  in  winter.  In  1962  and 
1965  small  numbers  (100  to  150)  were  seen 
on  beaches  of  Amak  Island.  Several 
thousand  were  hauled  out  on  the  east 
shore  of  Big  Diomede  Island  in  Decem¬ 
ber  1966  and,  at  the  same  time,  between 
1,000  and  1,500  came  ashore  on  the  Punuk 
Islands,  south  of  St.  Lawrence  Island. 

In  the  west,  walruses  haul  out  on  Ruder 
Spit,  Arakamchechen  Island,  and  Cape 
Intsova  in  the  Chukchi  Sea.  At  one  site 
on  Cape  Instova  (1947),  the  first  wal¬ 
ruses  were  observed  to  come  ashore  on 
August  8,  1947, -and  by  October  10,  about 
8,000  were  hauled  out. 

During  the  northward  spring  migra¬ 
tion  into  the  Arctic  Ocean,  the  majority 
of  walruses  pass  through  the  western  side 
of  Bering  Strait  and  proceed  westward 
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to  Wrangel  Island.  Here,  three  types  of 
hauling  grounds  were  identified:  those 
used  by  mothers  with  yoimg.  those  used 
by  adult  males,  and  those  used  by  sub¬ 
adults.  Pew  walruses  move  eastward  Into 
the  Beaufort  Sea. 

Abundance  and  trends.  Prior  to  large- 
scale  exploitation  by  whalers  of  Euro¬ 
pean  descent  which  began  in  about  1868, 
the  Pacific  walrus  was  estimated  to  num¬ 
ber  about  200,000  animals.  The  popula¬ 
tion  may  have  fallen  to  a  low  of  40,000 
to  50,000  in  the  1950  to  1956  period.  Be¬ 
ginning  In  1960,  aerial  surveys  of  wal¬ 
ruses  were  imdertaken.  From  data  ob¬ 
tained  on  the  five  surveys  (two  in  1960, 
one  each  in  1961,  1968,  and  1972) ,  total 
estimates  were  computed  by  extending 
the  number  of  animals  observed  In  a 
1-mile  flight  track  to  the  estimated 
area  occupied  by  walruses.  Prom  the  1960 
surveys,  the  total  population  was  esti¬ 
mated  to  range  from  73,000  to  117,000. 
The  1972  surveys  provided  a  median  esti¬ 
mate  of  135,000  walruses,  and  a  range 
of  93,000  to  179,000.  J.  J.  Bums  has 
gathered  much  basic  biological  informa¬ 
tion  from  walruses  taken  by  Eskimos. 
Prom  these  data,  his  estimate  of  the 
walrus  population  approximates  the 
computed  mean  of  the  1972  aerial  sur¬ 
vey.  He  considers  that  the  similar  resiilts 
obtained  by  the  very  different  methods 
confirm  a  population  of  approximately 
140,000  walruses.  Studies  of  his  material, 
as  well  as  a  comparison  of  the  1960  and 
1972  surveys,  indicate  that  the  popula¬ 
tion  may  still  be  Increasing,  but  it  will 
not  continue  to  do  so  if  the  annual  kfll 
is  Increased. 

Annual  mortality  rates,  using  Ricker’s 
“catch  curve,”  were  estimated  by  various 
Investigators  to  range  from  11  to  15  per¬ 
cent.  Among  males  from  14  to  33  years  of 
age,  the  mortality  rate  was  14  percent. 
The  hunter  take  of  walruses  in  Alsiska 
in  1973  was  about  average,  1,581  animals 
(1,240  adult  males,  231  adult  females, 
and  110  calves) ;  the  total  kill.  Including 
those  killed  and  lost,  was  estimated  to 
be  about  2,700  animals. 

The  take  of  walruses  by  the  U.S.S.R. 
from  1968  through  1973  was  1,097,  960, 
957,  860,  1,518,  and  1,291.  The  number 
killed  but  lost  is  not  Included.  The  har¬ 
vest  cannot  exceed  2,000,  the  present  an¬ 
nual  quota. 

General  biology.  Only  one  pinniped, 
the  southern  elephant  seal,  is  larger  than 
the  Pacific  walrus.  An  adult  male  walrus 
weighed  1,657  kg.  The  maximiun  stand¬ 
ard  length  of  23  adult  males  was  356  cm. 
Among  26  adult  females,  the  maYimnm 
weight  was  1,062  kg  and  the  maximum 
length  was  238  cm.  Prom  a  sample  of 
newborn  young  the  maximiun  weight  was 
77  kg  and  the  maximum  length  was  137 
cm.  Some  females  ovulate  for  the  first 
time  at  age  5;  others,  more  rarely,  are 
delayed  until  age  8.  Males  become  fertile 
at  ages  7  to  8  years  but  are  not  physically 
mature  imtil  they  are  at  least  10  years 
old.  The  walrus  is  polygamous,  with  a 
mid-season  sex  ratio  of  5  cows  to  1  bull 
in  the  main  breeding  area  southwest  of 
St.  Lawrence  Island.  The  gestation 
period,  including  a  3  to  3.5  month  delayed 


implantation,  is  about  16  months.  The 
young  are  usually  bom  In  May,  during 
tte  q;)rlng  migratioa  northward.  Each 
female  bears  a  single  calf  and  nurses  it 
about  2  years.  Tlie  females  and  young 
are  very  gregarious,  males  are  gregarious 
outside  the  breedi^  season.  Studies 
cementum  layers  in  canine  teeth  Indicate 
that  walruses  often  attain  ages  of  20  to 
30  years,  with  maximum  ages  of  37  years 
for  a  male  and  26  for  a  female. 

Walruses,  having  a  greater  specific 
gravity  than  water,  must  rest  on  ice  or 
land  at  fairly  frequent  Intervals.  By 
means  of  pharyngeal  pouches  that  may 
be  inflated,  however,  walruses  are  able  to 
sleep  while  floating  upright  at  sea. 

Clams  (six  species  identified)  are  the 
most  important  food  species.  The 
stomach  ccmtents  of  an  adult  male  con¬ 
tained  about  60  pounds  of  Mya  trun- 
cata  siphons  and  35  pounds  of  Clinocar- 
dium  nuttalli  feet.  Other  food  Includes 
echinoderms,  annelids,  sipunculids,  and 
prlapuloids.  Occasionally  Indiiddual 
adult  males  turn  to  a  diet  of  seal  flesh. 

Parasites  and  diseases.  Internal  para¬ 
sites  recorded  from  walruses  include  the 
following:  Trematoda  (3  spp.),  Cestoda 
(3  spp.),  Nematoda  (6  spp.),  and  Acan- 
thocephala  (4  spp.).  All  walruses  except 
calves  are  Infested  with  external  para¬ 
sites,  including  three  species  of  sucking 
lice.  A  small  percentage  of  adult  male 
walruses  become  carnivorous  and  feed  on 
seal  flesh.  Probably  it  is  this  abnormal 
feeding  behavior  that  accounts  for  tri¬ 
chinosis  Infection  of  from  1  to  10  percent 
of  1,060  male  walruses  sampled  from  four 
arctic  regions.  Incid^ce  of  uterine  cysts 
and  other  disease  conditions  is  lotv,  as 
far  as  is  known,  and  such  diseases  and 
abnormalities  appear  to  be  unimportant. 

Ecological  problems.  Dredging  for  gold 
and  offshore  drilling  for  oil  in  the  Bering 
and  Arctic  Seas  are  activities  now  under 
consideration  by  industry.  The  extensive 
clam  beds,  which  furnish  the  basic  food 
resource  of  the  walrus,  are  not  yet  sub¬ 
ject  to  human  expMtatlon.  If  dredging 
for  clams  is  undertaken,  the  food  base 
of  the  Pacific  walrus  could  be  seriously 
threatened.  Also  of  concern  is  the  fre¬ 
quent  harassment  of  walrus  by  aircraft 
when  they  are  hauled  out  in  summer  on 
the  Walrus  Islands  State  Game  Sanctu¬ 
ary  (Toglak  Bay),  Bristol  Bay. 

Allocation  problems.  Siberian  and 
Alaskan  Natives  kill  6,000  to  6,000  wal¬ 
ruses  annually  for  subsistence,  and  less 
than  60  were  taken  per  year  by  trophy 
hunters  and  for  display  in  marine  aquar¬ 
iums.  Loss  of  walruses  during  hunting 
ranges  from  20  to  60  percent  and  averages 
about  60  percent  because  of  inefficient 
Eskimo  hunting  techniques.  Additional 
waste  occurs  in  the  utilization  of  the 
products  of  retrieved  walruses.  If  ivory 
is  the  primary  objective,  utilization 
amounts  to  as  little  as  1  to  3  percent 
of  the  potential.  When  meat  and  hides 
are  used,  utilization  is  as  high  as  90 
percent  of  the  carcasses  taken. 

Regulations.  Trophy  hunting  was 
stopped  by  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1972  (PL  92-522) .  Requested 
trophy  hunting  permits  by  guides  under 
the  hardship  clause  were  not  Issued  by 


the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  taking 
of  walruses  by  Native  Alaskans  (Eskimos 
and  Aleuts)  for  meat,  hides,  and  ivory 
which  may  be  used  to  manufacture  tradi¬ 
tional  artifacts  for  sale  is  p>ermltted.  PL 
92-522  allows  Natives  to  take  an  unlim¬ 
ited  number  of  male  and  female  walruses. 
The  Alaska  State  law,  which  the  Federal 
legislation  Invalidated,  was  more  restric¬ 
tive,  it  imposed  a  bag  limit  of  5  females 
per  resident  hunter  with  no  limit  on 
males. 

Current  research  and  funding  of  Wal¬ 
rus  studies.  A  walrus  research  program  is 
being  established  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service.  F.  H.  Fay,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
has  worked  part-time  for  many  years  on 
walrus  studies.  In  the  1973  hunting  sea¬ 
son,  the  Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game  maintained  observers  on  St.  Law¬ 
rence  Island,  Little  Diomede  Island,  and 
King  Island  to  monitor  the  kill.  Studies 
have  also  been  supported  imder  the  Sea 
Grant  Program,  University  of  Alaska. 

AFRICAN  MANATEE 

iTrichechus  senegalensis) 

Distribtuion  and  migration.  The  Afri¬ 
can  Manatee  occurs  in  coastal  waters 
and  in  adjacent  rivers  along  the  coast  of 
West  Africa  from  the  mouth  of  the  Sene¬ 
gal  River  (16*  N)  to  the  mouth  of  the 
Cuanza  River  in  Angola.  They  have  been 
reported  from  the  Faleme,  Gambia  and 
Casamance  rivers  of  Senegal  and  Gam¬ 
bia,  and  from  the  coasts  of  Guinea. 
Others  rivers  known  to  support  manatees 
are  the  Sierra  Leone,  the  Mlssunado,  the 
St.  Paul’s  and  the  Cavalla  rivers.  In 
Ghana,  they  are  now  apparently  re- 
trlcted  to  Lake  Volta  and  the  upper 
reaches  of  the  Volta  River.  Manatees 
have  been  taken  at  Benin  and  Lagos, 
Nigeria,  and  are  numerous  in  most  of 
the  larger  rivers  of  southern  Nigeria. 
They  occur  in  the  Niger  River  and  are 
commonly  known  as  far  upriver  as  Idah, 
on  the  western  border.  They  travel  even 
further  upriver,  and  have  been  noted  in 
Segou,  Mali,  approximately  200  miles 
southwest  of  Timbuktu.  Manatees  also 
ascend  the  Benue  River,  a  large  tribu¬ 
tary  of  the  Niger.  TTiey  have  been  re¬ 
ported  in  this  waterway  as  far  east  as 
Numan  (9*  N  12  W) .  It  is  not  thought 
that  manatees  occur  in  Lake  Chad,  al¬ 
though  specimens  have  been  collected 
from  its  principal  Ixibutaries,  the  Ba- 
ningl,  the  Bahr  Keeta  and  the  River 
Shari.  In  Cameroon,  they  are  found 
within  the  Komp  Reserve  and  have  been 
reported  fro  mthe  Mungo  and  Wouri 
rivers.  It  is  also  likely  that  they  inhabit 
the  Campo  River  in  southern  Cameroon. 
Specimens  have  been  taken  from  the  Rio 
Muni,  Gabon  and  Ogooue  rivers  and  may 
also  be  found  in  the  Loeme  River  of 
Congo  Brazzaville.  In  Zaire,  T.  senegal¬ 
ensis  occurs  in  the  lower  Congo  River, 
and  also  in  the  upper  drainage  of  the 
Uele  River,  east  to  EibalL  The  Loge, 
Dnade,  Bengo  and  Cuanza  rivers  of  An¬ 
gola  all  reportedly  contain  manatees. 

No  migrational  movements  have  been 
noted  for  this  species. 
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Abundance  and  trends.  No  population 
estimates  are  available  for  this  species. 
The  African  Manatee  was  reported  as 
rare  in  the  Senegal,  Faleme  and  Casa- 
mance  rivers  of  Senegal  as.early  as  1900. 
Recent  reports  of  manatee  abundance 
in  Senegal,  Guinea  and  Portuguese 
Guinea  are  lacking.  Manatees  remain 
common  enough  in  the  Sierra  Leone  river 
estuaries  today  to  be  trapped  for  food, 
but  no  information  is  available  on  the 
current  status  of  manatees  along  the 
coast  from  Liberia,  to  Nigeria.  Manatees 
have  been  extirpated  from  the  Mekrou 
River  of  Dahomey  and  the  portion  of 
the  Niger  River  on  the  Niger-Dahomey 
border,  although  they  are  thought  to  still 
be  numerous  in  most  of  the  larger  rivers 
of  southern  Nigeria.  Populations  seem  to 
be  stable  in  the  lower  Niger,  the  Benue 
River,  and  the  Anambra  system  of 
creeks,  but  manatees  are  rare  in  the 
Izichi  River  of  Nigeria.  T,  senegalensis 
has  apparently  been  extirpated  in  Lake 
Chad  and  is  classified  as  rare  in  the 
Cameroons.  The  lower  reaches  of  the 
Congo  River  reportedly  support  consider¬ 
able  numbers,  but  populations  have 
diminished  in  the  upper  rivers.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  the  manatee  population  of  Zaire 
is  much  reduced.  T.  senegalensis  is  glas- 
sified  as  a  vulnerable  species,  but  little 
data  is  available  on  the  recent  distribu¬ 
tion  or  abimdance  of  this  animal. 

General  biology.  Externally,  this 
manatee  is  indistinguishable  from  the 
West  Indian  Manatee.  It  is  large,  ftisi- 
form  and  nearly  hairless,  with  paddlelike 
flippers  and  a  spatulate  tail.  Average 
adults  measure  from  2.5  to  3.4  m  in 
length  and  weigh  from  400  to  500  kg.  It 
has  been  hypothesized  that  breeding  oc¬ 
curs  during  the  late  dry  season  in  weedy 
swamps  and  lagoons,  but  documenta¬ 
tion  has  not  been  provided.  The  gesta¬ 
tion  period  is  unknown  but  is  probably 
about  one  year.  One  is  the  usual  nxunber 
of  young.  Newborn  calves  are  approxi¬ 
mately  1  m  in  length,  and  they  are  be¬ 
lieved  to  remain  with  the  parent  cow  for 
a  long  period  of  time.  There  is  no  further 
information  available  on  reproductive  or 
population  biology  of  this  species. 
African  Manatees  favor  weedy  swamps 
and  marlgots.  They  are  believed  to  be 
active  throughout  the  day,  but  feed 
mostly  at  night.  Their  diet  includes  man¬ 
grove  leaves,  Cymodocea  nodosa.  Poly¬ 
gonum,  and  Eichornia  crassipes,  but  they 
have  also  been  reported  feeding  on 
Rhizophora,  a  terrestrial  plant  which 
often  hangs  over  water.  A  1.85  m  captive 
male  consumed  12  kg  of  vegetables  daily. 
Upon  reaching  2.4  m  in  length,  he  reg¬ 
ularly  ate  17  to  18  kg  of  vegetables, 
Elodea  and  legumes  daily.  The  only  in¬ 
formation  available  on  the  social  be¬ 
havior  of  T.  senegalensis  is  that  groups 
of  4  animals,  including  half -grown  calves 
have  been  observed. 

The  one  Internal  parasite  reported  for 
the  African  Manatee  is  Chiorchis 
fabaceus,  a  tremamde  fmmd  in  the  large 
intestine.  No  diseases  of  this  species  have 
been  reported  from  the  wild,  but  one  cap¬ 
tive  died  as  a  result  of  acute  enteritis. 


There  is  no  evidence  of  predation  on  T. 
senegalensis  by  any  species  other  than 
man. 

Ecological  problems.  Propellers  and 
keels  of  boats  striking  submerged  mana¬ 
tees  may  inflict  mortal  wounds.  While 
there  has  been  no  evidence  presented  in¬ 
dicating  that  this  is  a  real  problem  in 
West  Africa  as  it  is  in  Florida,  the  Ijaw 
fishermen  of  the  Anambra  system  of 
creeks  in  Nigeria,  considered  manatees  a 
nuisance  to  their  boat  traffic.  In  1932, 
they  began  trapping  and  killing  mana¬ 
tees,  and  within  three  years,  managed  to 
exterminate  the  local  population.  Mana¬ 
tees  inhabit  the  recently  formed  Lake 
Volta  in  Ghana  and  Lake  Kainje  in 
Nigeria,  which  are  currently  being 
swamped  by  the  growth  of  aquatic  weeds. 
Use  of  herbicides  on  the  weeds  which  are 
consumed  by  the  manatees  presents  a 
potential  threat  to  the  manatee.  Pollu¬ 
tion  of  waters  in  areas  of  hiunan  devel¬ 
opment  would  be  expected  to  adversely 
affect  the  food  sources  of  manatees.  This 
species  occurs  within  the  Doro  River 
Forest  Reserve  of  Nigeria  and  in  the 
proposed  Korup  and  Campo  Reserves  of 
Cameroon. 

Allocation  problems.  The  African 
*  manatee  has  long  been  hunted  through¬ 
out  its  range,  largely  for  its  meat.  Nets, 
harpoons  and  guns  are  used  in  taking 
manatees  and  the  hunting  is  usually 
done  at  night.  Manatee  hunting  has  been 
a  regular  occupation  in  the  lower  Congo, 
Angola  and  in  northern  Nigeria.  No  esti¬ 
mates  are  available  as  to  the  ciurrent 
take.  An  additional  problem  is  the  ac¬ 
cidental  netting  of  manatees  in  shark 
nets.  These  are  set  along  many  coastal 
areas  of  West  Africa.  T.  senegalensis  has 
been  considered  as  a  potential  solution  to 
the  problem  of  aquatic  weed  control  in 
man-made  lakes  and  river  systems.  Ex¬ 
periments  carried  out  on  the  West 
Indian  manatee  indicate  that  successful 
weed  control  by  manatees  is  feasible  for 
limited  areas  only.  It  is  likely  that  the 
use  of  manatees  in  conjunction  with  the 
alternative  mechanical  weed  removers, 
would  provide  the  best  means  of  control. 

Regulations.  The  African  Manatee  is 
cmrently  protected  in  Senegal,  Guinea, 
Sierra  Lrone,  Liberia,  Ivory  Coast, 
Ghana,  Togo,  Dahomey,  Nigeria,  Cam¬ 
eroon,  Gabon,  Congo  Brazzaville,  Zaire 
and  Angola. 

Current  research.  Silvia  Sikes,  of 
Benue-Plateau  State,  Nigeria,  is  cm- 
rently  involved  in  manatee  conservation. 
She  is  being  funded  by  a  personal  fellow¬ 
ship  in  manatee  conservation  from  the 
University  of  Ibadan  and  is  dispersing 
information  to  the  forestry  divisions  of 
other  Nigerian  states  to  make  them 
aware  of  this  endangered  animal.  She  is 
also  gathering  data  on  distribution  in 
local  rivers.  Peter  van  Bree  of  Amster¬ 
dam  is  supervising  a  taxonomic  study 
comparing  T.  senegalensis  to  T.  manatus. 
The  National  Fish  and  Wildlife  Labo¬ 
ratory  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  has  compiled  a  report  on  the 
distribution,  conservation  and  natural 
history  of  T.  senegalensis. 


AMAZONIAN  MANATEE 

(.Trichechus  inunguis) 

Distribution  and  migration.  The  Ama¬ 
zonian  Manatee  is  strictly  fluviatile,  ap¬ 
parently  being  confined  to  the  Amazon 
Basin  and  imssibly  the  Orinoco  drainage. 
In  Brazil,  it  occurs  in  the  Amazon  River 
and  the  following  tributaries:  the  Rio 
Tocantins,  the  Rio  Xingu,  the  Tapajos, 
the  Nhamunda,  the  Rio  Madeira  and  the 
Rio  Negro.  They  have  also  been  reported 
in  the  Rio  Branco,  which  is  almost  con¬ 
tinuous  with  the  Essequibo  and  Rupu- 
nunni  rivers  of  Guyana  during  flooding, 
thus  allowing  manatees  access  to  these 
rivers.  It  is  thought  that  T.  inunguis  also 
inhabits  the  upper  Orinoco  and  the  Cano 
Casiquiare  of  Venezuela,  but  records  are 
lacking.  In  Colombia,  Amazonian  Mana¬ 
tees  may  be  found  in  the  Amazon,  the 
Putumayo  River  (west  to  Puerto  Asis) 
and  in  the  Caqueta  River  (west  to  the 
Araracuara  rapids) .  They  may  also  fre¬ 
quent  the  Apaporis  River.  Peruvian  rivers 
supporting  manatees  are :  the  Rio  Napo, 
the  Rio  Tigre,  the  Rio  Maranon  (as  far 
as  its  confluence  with  the  Rio  Pastaza), 
the  Rio  Samiria  and  the  Rio  Pacaya. 
They  also  Inhabit  the  Ucayli  and  Hual- 
lago  River  drainages,  but  are  absent  from 
both  the  Madre  de  Dios  and  the  Purus 
systems.  No  information  is  available  on 
migration  of  this  species. 

Abundance  and  trends.  Amazonian 
Manatees  were  formerly  abundant  in  the 
Brazilian  Amazon.  Thousands  of  skins 
were  brought  yearly  to  Manaus  for  trade 
in  the  1930’s  and  1940’s.  T.  inunguis  is 
consequently  rare  today  in  most  of  the 
Amazon  and  its  tributaries.  They  are. 
however,  still  fairly  common  in  some 
lakes  on  the  lower  Tapajos,  and  in  the 
Nhamunda  River.  In  general,  this  man¬ 
atee  is  regarded  as  rare  in  Colombia. 
This  species  is  nearer  to  extinction  in 
Peru  than  any  other  mammal,  although 
modest  numbers  do  remain  in  the  Rio 
Samiria  and  the  Rio  Pacaya.  All  reports 
indicate  dramatic  decline  in  numbers  of 
Amazonian  Manatees  throughout  their 
range.  Population  estimates  are  not 
available,  but  extinction  has  been  pre¬ 
dicted  within  the  next  few  decades  if 
local  hunting  pressures  continue. 

General  biology.  T.  inunguis  is  a  large, 
fusiform,  nearly  hairless  marine  mam¬ 
mal  with  paddlelike  flippers  and  a  spatu¬ 
late  tall.  It  is  distinct  from  the  other 
manatee  species  (T.  manatus  and  T. 
senegalensis)  in  both  appearance  and 
habitat.  It  is  characteristically  more 
slender  in  form  with  elongated  flippers 
lacking  nails,  and  it  is  marked  by  a  uni¬ 
que  white  breast  patch.  This  species  is  the 
only  entirely  fluviatile  manatee.  Adults 
may  reach  lengths  of  2.8  m  and  esti¬ 
mated  weights  are  between  125  and  250 
kg.  Breeding  apparently  occurs  through¬ 
out  the  year.  The  gestation  period  is 
thought  to  be  about  one  year,  and  one 
is  the  usual  number  of  young  bom.  New¬ 
born  calves  are  less  than  one  meter  in 
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length,  and  weigh  less  than  20  kg.  Fur¬ 
ther  information  on  reproduction,  onto¬ 
genetic  variation  and  population  struc¬ 
ture  are  lacking.  Longevity  In  nature  Is 
unknown,  but  a  captive  pair  survived  for 
12*2  years  before  toey  died. 

Amazonian  Manatees  feed  upon  a 
variety  of  aquatic  vegetation  including 
Statiotes,  Potamogeton.  Vallisneria,  Cer- 
atophyllum.  Ulva,  Myriophyllum  and 
Zostera.  Daily  consmnptlon  of  food 
plants  has  not  been  measured  under 
natural  conditions,  but  captive  adults 
generally  require  9  to  15  kg  of  lettuce 
and  vegetables  daily.  There  is  no  docu¬ 
mentation  of  any  natural  predation  on 
T.  inunguis,  but  jaguars,  sharks,  piran¬ 
ha,  and  caiman  have  been  suggested  as 
likely  predators.  The  trematode,  Chior- 
chis  fabaceus,  occurring  in  the  large 
Intestine,  is  the  only  internal  parasite  re¬ 
ported  for  this  species.  Bronchial  disor¬ 
ders,  pneumonia  and  skin  problems  have 
been  noted  in  captives,  and  one  captive 
developed  a  case  of  osteomyelitis  as  a 
result  of  a  harpoon  wound. 

Allocation  problems.  Many  Indian 
tribes  of  Amazonia  have  hunted  mana¬ 
tees  in  the  past,  both  for  the  meat,  and 
for  the  hides  which  were  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  shields.  Harpoons  and  nets  were 
used  in  capturing  the  animals,  but  the 
final  killing  was  done  by  driving  wooden 
plugs  into  the  nostrils  causing  suffoca¬ 
tion.  In  the  1930’s  and  1940’s,  the  Ama¬ 
zonian  Manatee  was  commercially  ex¬ 
ploited  for  the  skins,  which  were  shipped 
to  Portugal  and  Rio  de  Janeiro  to  be  used 
primarily  in  the  manufacture  of  machine 
belting  and  water  hoses.  A  meat  prep¬ 
aration  called  "mixira,”  consisting  of 
meat  boiled  in  its  own  fat,  was  canned 
and  also  shipped  abroad.  Thousands  of 
manatees  were  slaughtered  yearly. 
Protective  legislation  has  since  been  en¬ 
acted,  and  the  present  rate  of  exploita¬ 
tion  is  reportedly  reduced.  However, 
poaching  continues  and  manatee  meat 
still  commonly  appears  In  the  markets 
of  Colombia  and  Brazil.  In  Leticia,  Co¬ 
lombia,  a  large  manatee  today  Is  worth 
about  40  Col.  pesos.  The  price  has  re¬ 
portedly  slumped  in  other  areas. 

Regulations.  T.  inunguis  is  totally  pro¬ 
tected  in  Brazil  (1968) ,  Venezuela  (1970) , 
Colombia  (1969),  Peru  (1973),  and  Guy¬ 
ana  (1961). 

Current  research.  Diana  Magor  is  the 
only  Individual  currently  studying  T. 
inunguis.  She  is  based  in  Leticia,  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  is  collecting  data  on  growth,  dis¬ 
tribution,  and  the  natural  history  of  the 
Amazonian  Manatee. 

WEST  INDIAN  MANATEE 

(Trichechus  manatus) 

Distribution  and  migration.  T.  manatus 
Inhabits  rivers,  estuaries,  and  coastal 
areas  of  the  tropical  and  sub-tropical 
regions  of  the  New  World  Atlantic.  It 
commonly  ranges  from  southern  Georgia 
to  the  northern  coasts  of  Surinam,  in 
South  America;  occasional  stragglers 
have  been  reported  from  as  far  north 
as  Currituck  Sound,  Virginia  (37*  N.) 
and  as  far  south  as  Goiana,  Brazil  (7* 
S.).  Within  the  U.S..  the  range  of  T. 


manatus  is  largely  confined  to  peninsular 
Florida  and  southern  Georgia.  On  the 
west  coast  of  Florida,  the  Suwannee 
River  (30*  N.)  is  the  northern  limit  of 
the  manatee’s  range.  They  occur  south 
of  tills  river  in  a  series  of  seml-lsolated 
populations  located  along  the  coast  and 
in  adjacent  rivers  in  Citrus  Coimty,  in 
lower  Tampa  Bay,  in  Charlotte  Harbor, 
and  in  the  Everglades.  The  distribution 
on  the  east  coast  is  nearly  continuous, 
with  manatees  commonly  occurring  in 
the  Intracoastal  Waterway  and  the 
Indian  River,  and  traveling  well  up  the 
St.  John’s  River. 

In  Mexico,  manatees  range  southward 
from  Veracruz,  within  the  Bay  of  Cam¬ 
peche  and  on  both  sides  of  the  Yucatan 
Peninsula.  Distribution  appears  to  be 
continuous  along  the  coast  from  British 
Honduras  to  Costa  Rica,  whereas  iso¬ 
lated  populations  only  remain  in  Pan¬ 
ama.  These  are  located  in  Chirlqul  Bay, 
the  Changulnola  River,  the  Slxaola 
River,  and  possibly  the  Code  River. 
Colombian  rivers  which  manatees  in¬ 
habit  are  the  Atrato,  Leon,  Suriqul,  and 
the  Magdalena  and  its  tributaries.  They 
may  also  be  found  along  the  eastern  coast 
of  Colombia  and  in  the  Meta  River.  T. 
manatus  frequents  the  lower  Orinoco  of 
Venezuela  plus  its  tributaries,  the  Apure, 
Arauca,  Payara,  Capanaparo,  and  the 
Claro,  as  well  as  Lake  Maracaibo.  In 
Guyana  and  Surinam,  manatees  are 
found  primarily  in  the  rivers  of  the 
coastal  plain.  'They  have  also  been  re¬ 
corded  from  Jamaica,  Cuba,  and  the  Do¬ 
minican  Republic. 

Manatees  in  Georgia  and  northern 
Florida  apparently  cannot  withstand  the 
cold  winter  temperatures.  Some  seek 
warm  water  springs  or  localities  where 
factories  discharge  heated  water  into  the 
rivers.  There  are  twenty-five  such  warm 
water  refugia  used  by  manatees  on  the 
Atlantic  and  Gulf  coasts.  Arrival  at  these 
congregating  sites  usually  begins  in  No¬ 
vember;  many  animals  remain  for  the 
winter,  but  there  is  continuous  exchange 
of  old  and  new  members  of  the  congrega- 
tiims.  Summer  observations  of  manatees 
at  two  northern  Florida  localities  are 
comnuxi,  whereas  the  animals  are  absent 
during  the  winter.  This  strongly  sug¬ 
gests  southward  migration  to  avoid  the 
cold.  Offshore  movements  may  also 
occur  during  all  seasons. 

Abundance  and  Trends :  Aerial  surveys 
of  Florida  coasts  and  rivers  during  1972- 
73  indicate  a  manatee  population  num¬ 
bering  between  800  and  1,300.  Nmnbers 
appear  to  be  increasing  along  the  west 
coast  of  Florida  and  are  similarly  in¬ 
creasing  or  stable  along  the  Atlantic 
coast.  Manatee  numbers  in  Mexico  are 
markedly  reduced  and  reports  are  rare; 
however,  their  current  local  status 
appears  to  be  stable.  Likewise,  popula¬ 
tions  in  British  Hondursis  seem  to  be  de¬ 
creased  but  stable.  Manatees  are  re¬ 
ported  to  be  fast  decreasing  in  Guate¬ 
mala.  Present  status  in  Honduras  and 
Costa  Rica  is  unknown,  and  estimates  for 
Nicaragua  range  from  a  few  score  to 
several  hundred.  Numbers  are  low  in 
Panama. 


Manatees  are  currently  decreasing  in 
many  Colombian  rivers  and  are  ex- 
tr^ely  rare  in  the  Santa  Marta  District 
and  in  the  lianos  of  eastern  Colombia. 
They  have  been  extirpated  from  Taganga 
Bay,  the  Canal  de  Dique,  and  the 
Cienaga  de  Guajaro.  In  Venezuela, 
msmatees  are  considered  neither  abim- 
dant  nor  rare  in  the  lower  Orinoco 
Basin.  Estimates  of  some  thousands  but 
not  tens  of  thousands  of  manatees  have 
been  made  for  Guyana,  but  populations 
are  reportedly  reduced  for  both  Guyana 
and  Surinam. 

It  can  be  generally  concluded  that 
hunting  pressures  in  Mexico,  Dentral  and 
South  America  have  resulted  in  the  pres¬ 
ent  diminished  manatee  populations. 
However,  hunting  efforts  have  decreased 
somewhat  in  these  areas,  partially  due 
to  the  scarcity  of  manatees,  permitting 
remaining  populations  to  stabilize. 

General  biology.  The  West  Indian 
Manatee  is  large,  fusiform  in  shape,  and 
thick-skinned  with  little  hair.  The  fore- 
limbs  are  modified  paddles  with  rudi¬ 
mentary  nails,  and  the  spatulate  tall  is 
horizontally  flattened.  Adults  range  in 
size  from  2.5  to  over  4.5  m  in  length  and 
corresponding  weights  vary  from  200  to 
600  kg.  However,  average  adults  are 
between  3  and  4  m  in  length  and  weigh 
less  than  500  kg.  Sexual  dimorphism  in 
size  has  not  been  documented.  T.  mana¬ 
tus  has  no  definite  breeding  season; 
breeding  occurs  throughout  the  year.  The 
cow  is  polyandrous,  allowing  several  bulls 
to  copulate  with  her  during  her  rela¬ 
tively  short  period  of  receptivity.  Mating 
has  been  observed  in  water  about  2.5  m 
in  depth  as  well  as  in  shallows  less  than 
1  m  deep.  The  gestation  period  is  prob¬ 
ably  about  385  to  400  days  and  parturi¬ 
tion  is  thought  to  occur  in  secluded 
shallows.  Successful  breeding  has  not 
occurred  imder  captive  conditions.  One 
is  the  usual  number  of  young;  however, 
twins  and  a  case  of  foster  parenthood 
have  been  recorded.  Newborn  calves  may 
measure  over  1  m  in  length  imd  weigh 
between  11  and  27  kg.  Suckling  from  the 
pectoral  teats  occurs  underwater.  Calves 
begin  grazing  at  an  early  age,  but  nurs¬ 
ing  may  continue  for  1  or  2  years.  There¬ 
fore,  breeding  probably  occurs  every  2.5 
to  3  years.  Manatees  have  been  classified 
into  the  following  age  groups:  calves,  any 
young  animal  associating  with  a  cow; 
juveniles,  independent  but  not  yet  sex¬ 
ually  mature;  and  adults,  animals  taking 
part  in  reproduction.  Transition  to 
adulthood  is  gradual  and  sexual  maturity 
may  not  be  attained  until  4  or  possible  6 
years  of  age.  Manatte  longevity  in  the 
wild  is  unknown,  but  a  captive  has  been 
successfully  maintained  in  Florida  for  23 
years. 

Manatees  are  asocial  or  weakly  social. 
The  only  lasting  bond  is  that  between 
the  cow  and  her  calf.  A  possible  excep¬ 
tion  is  the  estrus  herd  of  bulls,  which 
may  last  from  one  week  to  more  than  a 
month,  during  a  cow’s  estrus  cycle. 
Groups  occasionally  form  and  there  is 
some  social  interaction  seen  in  play  and 
homosexual  behavior,  but  these  relation¬ 
ships  are  ephemeral  only. 
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T.  manatus  Is  apparently  arythmical 
with  no  specific  daily  patterns  of  be¬ 
havior.  Adults  may  spend  from  6  to  8 
hours  dally  in  feeing.  Manatees  are 
wholly  herbivorous,  consuming  a  variety 
of  food  plants  in  the  following  order  of 
preference:  (1)  Submerged  plants,  (2) 
surface  fioating  vegetation,  and  (3) 
emergents.  Quantities  of  incidentally  in¬ 
gested  Insect  larvae,  amphlpods,  mol- 
lusks,  shrimp,  and  other  invertebrates 
probably  provide  necessary  amounts  of 
protein  for  the  manatee.  Captive  adults 
consume  30  to  50  kg  of  vegetation  each 
day.  It  is  thought  that  manatees  must 
return  to  freshwater  occasionally  for 
drinking. 

Internal  parasites  of  T.  manatus  are 
trematodes  (2  spp.)  and  nematodes  (1 
sp.).  A  single  copepod  (Harpacticus 
pulex)  was  also  reported  on  the  skin. 
Manatees  in  saltwater  become  covered 
with  marine  diatoms  (.Zygnema  and 
Navicula)  and  barnacles,  whereas  ani¬ 
mals  remaining  in  freshwater  develop 
a  coat  of  algae  (.Lyngbya  and  Compsopo- 
gon) .  Manatees  appear  to  be  susceptible 
to  pneumonia  and  other  bronchial  dis¬ 
orders  when  exposed  to  imusually  low 
temperatures.  To  date,  there  is  no  docu¬ 
mentation  of  predation  upon  the  mana¬ 
tee  by  any  animals  other  than  man. 
Crocodillans,  sharks,  and  prlanha  have 
been  suggested  as  likely  predators. 

Ecological  problems.  In  the  United 
States,  wounds  inflicted  by  motor  boat 
propellers  and  keels  pose  a  major  prob¬ 
lem  and  are  thought  to  be  the  prime 
cause  of  manatee  mortality.  Water  con¬ 
tamination  by  Industrial  efSuents  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  destruction  of  proper 
manatee  habitat  and  food  supplies.  In 
upper  Tampa  Bay,  the  natural  sub- 
mergent  vegetation  has  been  eradicated 
by  this  pollution,  resulting  in  the 
absence  of  manatees  in  the  upi>er  bay. 
Di'edging  may  also  have  detrimental  ef¬ 
fects,  increasing  the  water  turbidity  to 
a  point  where  submergent  plants  can 
no  longer  survive.  Natant  plants  seem  to 
thrive  imder  these  conditions,  and  in 
the  absence  of  the  preferred  sub- 
mergents,  manatees  do  consume  these 
natants.  However,  the  fioating  plants 
present  a  problem  to  boat  traffic  and 
(as  in  the  St.  John’s  River  )are  sprayed 
with  herbicides,  such  as  2-4-D,  which 
are  directly  Ingested  by  manatus.  Oil 
spills  from  offshore  drilling  would  also 
be  expected  to  have  detrimental  effects 
on  the  mantee’s  food  supplies.  Vandal¬ 
ism,  poaching,  and  accidental  nettings 
are  additional  threats  to  the  manatee. 

Blue  l^rings  Park  (a  winter  congre¬ 
gating  site)  is  the  only  locality  in  Florida 
with  lowered  boat  speed  limits  and  swim¬ 
ming  restrictions  for  manatee  protection. 
Manatees  also  Inhabit  the  Everglades  Na¬ 
tional  Park.  They  are  found  within  the 
Parque  Naclonal  Isla  de  Salamanca  of 
Colombia,  but  their  occmrrence  in  other 
foreign  reserves  or  sanctuaries  is  un¬ 
known. 

Allocation  problems.  Manatees  have 
long  been  himted  for  their  meat,  hides, 
oil  and  ivory.  Although  protective  leg¬ 
islation  is  nearly  complete,  the  meat  is 


still  sold  openly  in  the  markets  of  Colom¬ 
bia  and  Venezuela.  T.  manatus  has  been 
used  successfully  in  small  scale  aquatic 
weed  clearance  projects  in  Guyana,  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  Panama,  but  at  this  point,  large- 
scale  utilization  of  manatees  for  weed 
control  does  not  seem  feasible,  for  large 
numbers  of  animals  are  required.  The 
manatee  has  also  been  suggested  for 
domestication  for  meat  in  the  distant  fu¬ 
ture.  Current  decimated  populations,  plus 
a  low  reproductive  rate  deem  this  project 
as  unrealistic. 

Regulations.  Protective  legislation  for 
the  manatee  now  exists  in  the  following 
coimtries:  U.S.,  British  Hondiu^,  Costa 
Rica,  Panama,  Colombia,  Venezuela, 
Guyana,  Cuba,  Jamaica,  Puerto  Rico, 
Trinidad,  Haiti,  and  the  Dominican  Re¬ 
public. 

Current  research.  The  National  Pish 
and  Wildlife  Laboratory  of  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  wiU  initiate  a 
tracking  and  field  study  of  T.  manatus  in 
Florida  in  July  1974.  This  project  will  be 
headed  by  Howard  W.  Campbell.  E.  Mon- 
dolf  of  Venezuela  is  compiling  records  of 
this  species  in  his  country  to  determine 
their  local  range  and  P.  van  Bree  of  Am¬ 
sterdam  is  supervising  a  taxonomic  study 
comparing  T.  manatus  to  T.  senegalensis. 
The  U.S.  National  Academy  of  Sciences 
and  the  National  Science  Research  Coun¬ 
cil  of  Guyana  are  planning  to  jointly  es¬ 
tablish  an  international  manatee  re¬ 
search  center  in  Guyana.  They  hope  to 
direct  their  research  towards  reproduc¬ 
tion,  physiology,  and  nutrition  of  the 
West  Indian  Manatee.  This  project  is 
currently  in  the  early  stages  of  plan¬ 
ning. 

DUGONG 

iDugong  dugong) 

Distribution  and  migration.  The  du- 
gong  occurs  in  tropical  and  subtropical 
waters  of  the  Indo-Paclfic.  It  is  totally 
marine  and  is  usually  found  in  coastsd 
waters  from  two  to  three  fathoms  in 
depth.  Along  the  east  coast  of  Africa  it 
ranges  from  Egypt  in  the  Red  Sea,  south 
to  Delagoa  Bay  (26°S) ,  Mozambique.  This 
distribution  is  discontinuous  due  to  local 
extirpation  in  certain  areas.  Dugongs 
have  been  reported  from  the  Persian  Gulf 
and  they  also  range  along  the  west  coast 
of  India,  south  of  the  Gulf  of  Kutch.  They 
occur  in  Ceylonese  waters  and  are  pres¬ 
ent  in  the  Andaman  Islands,  the  Mergul 
Archipelago,  Burma,  Malaysia,  the  Mo¬ 
luccas  and  Sumatra.  They  may  still  be 
found  in  the  Ryuyu  Archipelago,  and 
specimens  have  been  taken  in  Formosa 
and  Hong  Kong.  The  present  range  ex¬ 
tends  south  and  east  to  include  Guam, 
the  Palau  Islands,  the  Carolines,  New 
Britain,  New  Guinea,  the  Solomons,  New 
Caledonia,  and  New  Hebrides.  In  Aus¬ 
tralia,  dugongs  or''tU'  all  along  the  north¬ 
ern  coast  from  Perth  (32°S) ,  on  the  west 
coast,  to  Brisbane,  in  the  east.  They  are 
absent  from  the  Marshall,  Gilbert,  ^Ice, 
and  Fiji  Islands, 

Long  distance  migrations  are  \mknown 
for  this  species,  but  local,  offshore  move¬ 
ments  are  apparent.  These  are  correlated 
with  the  changing  monsoon  seasons  and 


possibly  with  resulting  shifts  in  abim- 
dance  of  food  sources.  During  the  season 
of  rough  seas  and  extreme  winds,  the 
animals  move  to  shore,  ai^rently  seek¬ 
ing  shelter.  Such  movements  have  been 
reported  in  east  Africa,  India,  and  the 
Philippines  (where  they  are  no  longer 
present).  Similar  migrations  have  not 
been  noted  in  Australia. 

Abundance  and  trends.  No  niunerical 
estimates  of  dugongs  are  available,  but 
populations  are  thought  to  be  much  re¬ 
duced  and  continuing  to  decline  through¬ 
out  nearly  all  portions  of  the  range. 

Dugongs  are  more  abundant  in  Kenya 
and  the  Somali  Republic  than  elsewhere 
along  the  coast  of  Africa.  They  are  now 
extremely  rare  in  the  Red  Sea  and  the 
Gulf  of  Aqaba.  They  were  once  abun¬ 
dant  enough  in  the  Gulf  of  Mannar  (be¬ 
tween  Ceylon  and  India)  to  support  a 
large  commercial  dugong  fishery.  The 
only  remaining  remnants  of  this  popula¬ 
tion  are  restricted  to  the  region  near  the 
Mannar  Peninsula  of  Ceylon,  from  Jaffna 
to  Puttalam.  Numbers  have  declined 
along  the  Sarawak  coast  of  Malaysia, 
and  few  dugongs  can  be  found  today  in 
the  Ryuyu  Archipelago.  The  only  stable 
populations  occur  off  the  northern  Aus¬ 
tralia  coast,  in  Shark  Bay,  Broome,  the 
Gulf  of  Carpentaria  and  along  the 
northern  coast  of  Queensland.  These 
stocks  appear  to  be  maintaining  them¬ 
selves  and  may  even  be  increasing.  At 
present,  dugongs  do  not  occur  in  any 
marine  parks,  reserves,  or  sanctuaries. 

General  biology.  Dugongs  are  large 
fusiform  marine  mammals  with  filpper- 
like  forelimbs  and  a  broadly  notched, 
horizontal  tall  fluke.  Adults  range  from 
2.4  to  2.7  m  in  length  and  corresponding 
weights  are  230  to  360  kg.  The  thick, 
nearly  hairless  skin  is  deep  slate  in  color 
and  is  usually  marked  ^th  numerous 
scars  and  scratches.  Dugongs  were  quite 
social  in  the  past,  occurring  in  large 
herds  of  several  hundred  animals.  Today, 
groups  of  one  to  six  animals  are  the  usual 
number.  Breeding  apparently  occurs 
throughout  the  year.  The  gestation 
period  is  thought  to  be  about  one  year 
and  one  is  the  usual  number  bom.  Twins 
rarely  have  been  reported.  Newborn 
calves  are  about  1.1  m  in  length.  Calves 
begin  grazing  within  the  first  three 
months  after  birth,  but  continue  to  nurse 
for  over  a  year,  reaching  a  length  of  up 
to  1.8  m.  Sexual  maturity  is  attained 
when  animals  reach  an  approximate 
length  of  up  to  2.4  m  (estimated  2  to  3 
years  of  age) .  Sexual  dimorphism  in  sizes 
of  adults  is  not  evident.  Longevity  of  the 
dugong  in  the  wild  is  unknown,  but  a  pair 
of  captives  were  maintained  successfully 
for  10  years. 

Dugongs  are  largely  herbivorous  and 
rely  primarily  upon  marine  sea  grasses 
of  the  families  Potamogetonaceae  and 
Hydrocharitaceae,  occurring  in  waters 
which  range  from  21  to  38®  C  through¬ 
out  the  year.  Brown  algae  (Sargassiun) 
may  also  be  consumed  in  significant 
amoimts  when  sea  grasses  are  locally  in 
short  supply.  Dugongs  reportedly  prefer 
to  feed  at  night  or  with  the  rising  tide. 
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There  are  few  observations  of  preda¬ 
tion  upon  the  dugong  by  animals  other 
than  man.  Fishermen  have  claimed  the 
shark  is  a  predator,  but  in  over  100  du- 
gongs  netted  and  drowned  in  Queens¬ 
land,  none  ever  showed  any  sign  of  at¬ 
tack  by  sharks  or  any  other  predators. 
Internal  parasites  include  Trematoda 
(10  spp.)  and  Nematoda  (2  spp.).  Barn¬ 
acles  and  green  filamentous  algae  have 
been  observed  on  dugongs  but  do  not  ap¬ 
pear  harmful.  No  diseases  have  been 
reported. 

Allocation  problems.  Man  is  the  major 
threat  to  the  dugong’s  existence.  Boat 
traffic  in  offshore  areas  may  Inflict  mor¬ 
tal  wounds.  Increased  marine  flshery 
activities  in  the  India-Ceylon  area  have 
resulted  in  accidental  nettings,  drown¬ 
ing  substantial  numbers  of  dugongs.  Dy¬ 
namiting  for  fish  is  also  assumed  to  affect 
dugongs  adversely.  In  Queensland,  Aus¬ 
tralia,  a  shark  netting  program  has  re¬ 
sulted  in  large  dugong  mortality;  similar 
netting  programs  exist  in  Africa. 

Dugongs  have  been  hunted  throughout 
their  range.  Their  meat  is  similar  to  veal 
or  pork,  and  “keeps”  for  long  periods  of 
time.  Average  sized  adults  yield  from 
five  to  eight  gallons  of  oil  similar  to  cod 
liver  oil,  and  the  hide  makes  excellent 
leather,  especially  suitable  for  sandal¬ 
making.  Tusks  and  bones  are  used  as 
ivory  and  several  body  parts  were  once 
thought  to  have  medicinal  or  aphrodisiac 
properties.  Today,  hunting  pressures  are 
much  reduced,  in  part  due  to  the  decline 
of  dugongs.  In  spite  of  legislative  pro¬ 
tection,  however,  poaching  continues.  In 
Australia,  the  aborigines  and  Torres 
Islanders  may  still  legally  hunt  the 
animals.  One  village  (250  people)  caught 
an  average  of  about  70  animals  per  year 
during  the  early  1960’s. 

Reovlations.  The  dugong  is  totally  pro¬ 
tected  in  Eg3^t,  Anglo-Egyptian  Sudan. 
Ethiopia,  Somalia,  Kenya,  Tanzania, 
Mozambique,  Madagascar,  South  Africa. 
Natal,  India,  Ceylon,  Sabah,  Sarawak, 
the  Philippines,  Japan,  Formosa,  New 
Caledonia,  and  Australia.  While  protec¬ 
tion  is  near  complete,  effective  enforce¬ 
ment  is  virtually  impossible. 

Current  research.  George  Heinsohn  is 
continuing  his  study  of  dugongs  in 
Townsville,  Queensland.  Animals  acci¬ 
dentally  drowned  in  shark  nets  are  pro¬ 
viding  population  and  reproduction  data, 
as  well  as  information  on  food  habits. 
Robert  Kater  and  Adrian  HUlier  are  also 
reportedly  studying  dugongs  In  Kenya, 
but  the  natiure  of  their  Investigations  is 
imknown.  The  National  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Laboratory  of  the  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior  has  assembled  a  report  on 
the  distribution,  status,  and  natmral  his¬ 
tory  of  this  species.  Surveys  are  planned 
for  FY  1974-75  to  determine  dugong  dis¬ 
tribution  in  many  areas  of  the  Paclflc 
where  data  are  lacking. 

References  to  publications  and  other 
information  used  in  preparing  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Status  Reports  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  National  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Laboratory,  n.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  U.S.  National  Museum,  10th  and  Con¬ 


stitution  Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20660. 

Dated:  July  29, 1074. 

Curtis  Bohlin, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 
Fish  and  Wildlife  and  Parks. 
|FR  Doc.74-17622  Filed  8-l-74;8:4S  am] 


TRUST  TERRITORIES  OF  THE  PACIFIC 
ISLANDS 

Transfer  of  Administrative  Responsibiiity 
for  Certain  Lands 

The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to  give 
public  notice  that  on  June  27,  1974,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  designated 
Howland,  Baker,  and  Jarvis  Islands  in 
the  Pacific  Ocean  as  units  of  the  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  System.  Administrative 
responsibility  was  transferred  from  the 
Office  of  Territorial  Affairs  to  the  United 
States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  These 
units  will  be  administered  under  the  gen¬ 
eral  regulations  for  the  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  System  published  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  This  action 
was  affected  through  Issuance  of  Chap¬ 
ter  3,  Part  575  of  the  Departmental 
Manual. 

Following  are  geograj^ic  coordinate 
descriptions: 

Howland  Island  National  Wilolux  Refuge 

ITils  refuge  Includes  all  of  Howland  Idand 
si^rozimately  In  Utltude  0*48'  nortb  Aim 
l(N^tude  176*48’  west  from  Qreenwl^,  to¬ 
gether  with  Its  territorial  sea  extending  out¬ 
ward  to  the  three-mUe  limit. 

Baker  Island  National  WiLmin;  Refuge 

This  refuge  Includes  all  of  Baker  Island 
approximately  In  latitude  0*18'S0''  nc«th  and 
longitude  176*33'  west  from  Greenwich,  to¬ 
gether  with  tta  territorial  aea  extending  out¬ 
ward  to  the  three-mUe  limit. 

Jarvis  Island  National  WnnuFE  Refuge 

This  refuge  Includes  all  at  Jarvis  Island 
iqiproxlmaMy  In  latitude  0*22'80''  aouth  and 
longitude  160*01'  west  from  Oreenwich.  to¬ 
gether  with  Its  territorial  aea  extending  out¬ 
ward  to  the  three-mile  limit. 

Douglas  P.  Whxklkr, 
Actino  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Fish  and  Wildlife  and  Parks. 

July  24, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-17667  FUed  6-l-74;8:46  am] 


National  Park  Service 
[HTT  DBB  74-76] 

COLONIAL  NATIONAL  HISTORICAL  PARK, 
VIRGINIA 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  prepared 
a  draft  environmental  statement  for  the 
Proposed  Amendment  to  the  Act  of 
August  29.  1967,  Raising  the  Authorized 
Land  Acqiflsltlon  Ceiling  for  Colonial 
National  Historical  Park,  Virginia. 

The  statement  examines  the  impact 
of  raising  the  Ismd  acquisition  ceiling 


to  allow  for  purchasing  and/or  acquir¬ 
ing  an  interest  in  approximately  115 
acres  of  private  land  within  the  present 
boimdaries  of  the  park. 

Written  ^comments  on  the  environ¬ 
mental  statement  are  invited  and  will 
be  accepted  on  or  before  September  16, 
1974.  Comments  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Superintendent.  Colonial  National 
Historical  Park  (address  below) . 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  are  available  from  or  for 
Inspection  at  the  following  locations; 
Mld-Atlantlc  Regional  Office 
National  Park  Service 
143  South  Third  Street 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106 
Virginia  Office 
National  Park  Service 
P.O.  Box  10008 
Richmond,  Virginia  23240 
Colonial  National  Historical  Park 
P.O.  Box  210 

Yorktown.  Virginia  23690 
Dated:  July  29, 1974. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.74-17626  FUed  8-l-74;8;46  am] 


[INT  FES  74-42] 

OLYMPIC  NATIONAL  PARK,  WASHINGTON 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  environmental  state- 
moit  for  the  proposed  wilderness  for 
Olympic  National  Park,  Washington. 

The  statement  considers  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  862,139  acres  in  Olympic  National 
Park  as  wilderness. 

Copies  are  available  from  or  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  following  locations: 

Padfle  Northwest  Region 
National  Park  Service 
Fourth  and  Pike  BuUdlng 
Seattle,  Washington  98101 
Supodntendent 
Olympic  National  Park 
600  East  Park  Avenue 
Port  Angeles,  Washington  98362 
Portland  Field  Office 
National  Park  Service 
920  Northeast  Seventh  Avenue 
Portland,  Oregon  97232 

Dated:  July  29. 1974. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
[FR  D0C.74-1762S  FUed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


[INT  FES  74-39] 

FORT  SUMTER  AND  FORT  MOULTRIE 
NATIONAL  MONUMENT,  SOUTH  CARO- 
UNA 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
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Department  of  the  Interior  has  prepared 
a  final  environmental  statement  on  the 
proposed  Master  Plan  and  Development 
Concept  Plan  for  Port  Sumter  and  Fort 
Moultrie  National  Monument,  South 
Carolina. 

The  environmental  statement  consid¬ 
ers  land  acquisition,  rehabilitation  of  ex¬ 
isting  facilities  and  construction  of  new 
facilities  necessary  to  provide  appropri¬ 
ate  public  use,  Increased  interpretive  op¬ 
portunities  and  facilitate  maintenance 
and  preservation  of  the  historic  fabric  of 
the  Port  Sumter  and  Port  Moultrie  Na¬ 
tional  Monument. 

Copies  are  available  from  or  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  following  locations: 

Southeast  Beglon 
National  Park  Service 
3401  Whipple  Avenue 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30344 
Siq>erlntendent 

Kings  Mountain  National  Military  Park 
P.O.  Box  31 

Kings  Mountain,  North  Carolina  380M 
Superintendent 

Port  Sumtw  National  Monument 
Drawer  B 
Sullivan’s  Island 
Soutii  Carolina  29482 

Dated:  July  18, 1974. 

STAMLrV  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
fPR  Doc.74-17624  Piled  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


PICTURED  ROCKS  NATIONAL 
LAKESHORE  ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Pictured  Rocks 
National  Lakeshore  Advisory  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  held  at  1:00  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  Fri¬ 
day,  August  23,  1974,  at  the  Grand 
Marais  Community  Center,  Grand 
Marais,  Michigan. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Public  Law  89-668  to  meet  and  consult 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on 
general  policies  and  specific  matters  re¬ 
lated  to  the  administration  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Pictured  Rocks  National 
Lakeshore. 

Members  of  the  Commission  are: 

Mr.  Edward  N.  Locke  (Chairman) 

Mr.  Neal  Beaver 
Mr.  Glenn  C.  Gregg 
Mr.  Prancls  Putvln 
Mr.  David  C.  West 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  activity  reports  on  matters  affect¬ 
ing  Pictured  Rocks  National  Lakeshore. 
Park  development,  back-country  man¬ 
agement,  Beaver  Basin  complex.  Devel¬ 
opment  Concept  Plan  and  the  Grand 
Marais  harbor  situation  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
meeting  room  will  accommodate  about 
125  persons  in  addition  to  committee 
members.  Interested  persons  may  file 
written  statements  with  the  ofiBcial  listed 
below  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  Information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Robert  L. 


Bums,  Superintendent,  Pictured  Rocks 
National  Lakeshore,  P.O.  Box  40,  Munis¬ 
ing,  Michigan  49862,  tel^h<me,  area  code 
906-387-2607.  Minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  available  for  public  Inspection 
two  weeks  after  the  meeting  at  Pictured 
Rocks  National  Lakesh<H«  Headquarters 
at  Sand  Point  four  miles  east  of  Munis- 
Ing,  Michigan  on  County  Road  H58. 

Dated:  July  24, 1974. 

Merrill  D.  Beal, 
Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid¬ 
west  Region,  National  Park 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-17621  FUCd  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
[FmHA  Instruction  471.1] 

CERTIFICATES  OF  BENEFICIAL 
OWNERSHIP 

Interest  Rates  to  Investors 

Correction 

La  FR  Doc.  No.  74-16872,  appearing  at 
page  26765  in  the  issue  fm:  Tuesday, 
July  23,  1974,  the  term  of  Investment 
for  the  rate  of  Interest  at  9.30  percent 
should  read  “3  through  4  years.” 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
FOREST  SERVICE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Proposed  Reestablishment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Depai-t- 
ment  of  Agriculture  proposes  to  reestab¬ 
lish  the  following  five  local  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  advisory  committees  for  an  additional 
2-year  period: 

California  Advisory  Committee  to  the  UjS. 
Fmrest  Service 

NOTtheastem  Forest  Research  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee 

Pacific  Northwest  Forestry  Resesuxih  Advisory 
Committee 

Sawtooth  National  Forest  Multiple  Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee 

Wasatch  National  Forest  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee 

The  purpose  of  these  committees  is  as 
follows: 

California  Advisory  Committee  to  the 
U.S.  Forest  Service.  To  advise  the  Re¬ 
gional  Forester  and  Station  Director  on 
broad  questions  of  policy,  programs,  and 
procedures  affecting  the  multiple  use 
management  of  the  National  Forests  in 
the  California  Region,  and  the  research 
program  of  the  Pacific  Southwest  Forest 
and  Range  Experiment  Station. 

Northeastern  Forest  Research  Advisory 
Committee.  To  advise  the  Station  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Northeastern  Forest  Experi¬ 
ment  Station  in  Upper  Darby,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  on  research  projects  and  programs 
so  Uiat  full  consideration  may  be  given 
to  a  balanced  research  effort  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  regimial  needs  and  public  in¬ 
terest. 

Pacific  Northwest  Forestry  Research 
Advisory  Committee.  To  advise  the  Sta¬ 
tion  Director  of  the  Pacific  Northwest 
Forest  and  Range  Experiment  Station  in 
Portland,  Oregon,  on  research  projects 
and  programs  for  attainment  of  rela¬ 


tive  priorities  and  program  balance  in 
accordance  with  regional  needs  and  pub¬ 
lic  interest. 

Sawtooth  National  Forest  Multiple 
Use  Advisory  Committee.  To  advise  the 
Forest  Supervisor  of  the  Sawtooth  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  in  Twin  Falls,  Idaho,  on 
broad  questions  of  policy,  ju'ograms,  and 
procedures  concerning  protection,  devel¬ 
opment,  and  multiide  use  management 
of  the  Sawtooth  National  Forest. 

Wasatch  National  Forest  Advisory 
Committee.  To  advise  the  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  of  the  Wasatch  National  Fmest  in 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  on  broad  ques¬ 
tions  of  policy,  programs,  and  procedures 
concerning  protection,  development,  and 
multiple  use  management  of  the  Wa¬ 
satch  National  Forest. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Conser¬ 
vation,  Research  and  Education  has  de¬ 
termined  that  reestablishment  of  these 
committees  is  in  the  public  interest  in 
connection  with  duties  imposed  on  the 
Department  by  law.  This  notice  is  given 
in  compliance  with  Public  Law  92-463. 

Comments  interested  persons  con¬ 
cerning  reestablishment  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Forest  Service,  Administra¬ 
tive  Management  Staff,  Room  4007,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
DC  20250,  On  or  before  August  19, 1974. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  available  for  public 
Inspection  in  the  Administrative  Man¬ 
agement  Staff  office  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

Joseph  R.  Wright,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

July  30,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-17713  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY 
CONSERVATION  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  NIECC  will  be  held 
from  10  a.m.  to  12  noon  on  Wednesday, 
August  21,  1974,  in  Room  4830,  Main 
Commerce  Building,  14th  &  E  Streets, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Council  will  report  and  advise  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  on  programs  and 
problems  relating  to  energy  conservation 
within  the  industrial  and  commercial 
sectors;  provide  a  forum  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  views  on  conservation  between 
government  and  the  industrial-com¬ 
mercial  sectors:  advise  on  policies,  plans, 
and  actions  of  government  agencies  in¬ 
volving  energy  use  and  conservation.  The 
Council  may  identify  and  evaluate  cur¬ 
rent  and  potential  energy  conservation 
plans  within  industry. 

The  agenda  wUl  include  statements 
by  Secretary  Frederick  B.  Dent  and  FEA 
Administrator  John  SawhilL  The  agenda 
will  also  include  reports  and  discussions 
by  Committee  members  in  Technology. 
Product  Efficiency,  Public  Awareness, 
and  Motivation  areas. 
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The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
and  a  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  to  the  public. 

Oral  statements  or  participation  by  the 
public  in  the  meeting  will  not  be  per¬ 
mitted,  but  any  member  of  the  public 
who  wishes  to  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  Council  may  do  so  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 

Persons  who  wish  to  attend  the  meeting 
should  contact  Herbert  Schmitz  at  Office 
of  Energy  Programs,  Room  2203,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230— (202)  967-4703. 

Davh)  J.  Foege, 

Assistant  Director,  National  In- 
dustrial  Energy  Conservation 
Council. 

[FR  Doc.74-17646  Filed  8-1-74;  8: 46  am] 


National  Bureau  of  Standards 
DIAMOND  POWDER 

Commercial  Standard  Republished  as 
Voluntary  Product  Standard 

This  is  notice  that  Commercial  Stand¬ 
ard  CS  261-63,  “Grading  of  Diamond 
Powder  in  Sub-Sieve  Sizes”  is  being  re¬ 
published  in  the  current  Voluntary  Prod¬ 
uct  Standard  format  as  PS  62-74  with 
the  same  title,  under  the  Department’s 
“Procedures  for  the  Development  of  Vol- 
untary  Product  Standards”  (15  CPR 
Part  10,  as  amended;  35  FR  8349  dated 
May  28, 1970). 

Dated:  July  29, 1974. 

Richard  W.  Roberts, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-17623  Filed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

AUTHENTIC  NATIVE  ARTICLES  OF 
HANDICRAFT  AND  CLOTHING 

Public  Hearings;  Marine  Mammal 
Protection  Act 

On  June  3, 1974,  the  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  19500)  a 
proposed  list  of  Authentic  Native  Arti¬ 
cles  of  Handicraft  and  (Clothing.  Writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  and  objections  to  the 
proposal  were  received  by  the  Director 
until  the  close  of  business  on  July  3, 
1974. 

In  order  to  provide  an  additional  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  pre¬ 
sent  their  comments  and  objections,  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  and 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  will 
hold  public  hearings  on  the  proposed 
list  in  Alaska  on  the  following  dates: 

Augiist  26,  1974,  Anchorage,  Alaska,  9:00 
a  m.,  at  the  City  Council  Chambers  in  the 
Loussac  Library. 

August  27,  1974,  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  9:00 
a.m.,  at  the  City  Council  Chamber  in  the 
Alaska  State  Bank  BuUdlng. 

August  29,  1974,  Nome,  Alaska,  In  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  Chambers. 

Additional  written  comments  on  and 
objections  to  the  proposed  list  will  be 


received  by  the  Director,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  until  the  close  of  business  on  Sep¬ 
tember  13, 1974. 

Dated:  July  30, 1974. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Acting  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[F.R.  Doc.17669  PUed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


ALASKA  DEPARTMENT  OF  FISH  AND 
GAME 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Permit 

On  May  20,  1974,  notice  was  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  17785) 
that  an  application  had  been  submitted 
to  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
by  the  Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game,  Sitibport  Building,  Juneau,  Alaska 
99801,  to  take  by  killing  each  year  for 
three  years:  one-hundred  fifty  (150) 
Pacific  harbor  seals  (.Phoca  vitulina 
richardii),  fif^  (50)  northern  sea  lions 
(.Eumetopias  jubatus) ;  five  (5)  belukha 
whales  (.Delphinapterus  leucas) ;  ten  (10) 
ringed  seals  iPusa  hispida) ;  ten  (10) 
bearded  seals  (Erignathus  barbatus) ; 
ten  (10)  ribbon  seals  (.Histriophoca  fas- 
data) ;  and  ten  (10)  ice-breeding  harbor 
seals  (Phoca  vitulina  largha) ;  and  to 
tag  up  to  500  Pacific  harbor  seals  (Phoca 
vitulina  richardii) ,  300  ice-breeding  har¬ 
bor  seals  (Phoca  vitulina  largha),  and 
3,000  northern  sea  lions  (Eumetopias 
jubatus). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  July  19, 
1974,  and  as  authorized  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection 
Act  of  1972  (16  UJS.C.  1361-1407)  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  Issued 
a  Scientific  Research  Permit  for  the 
above  mentioned  mammals  to  the 
Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game, 
subject  to  certain  conditions  specified 
therein.  The  permit  is  available  for  re¬ 
view  by  interested  persons  in  the  Office 
of  the  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20235, 
and  in  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box  1668,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99801. 

Dated:  July  19, 1974. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Acting  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-17671  Filed  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


KENNETH  C.  BALCOMB 

Receipt  of  Application  for  a  Scientific 
Research  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form  for 
a  permit  to  take  marine  mammals  for 
scientific  research  as  authorized  by  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
and  the  regulations  governing  the  taking 
and  importing  of  marine  mammals. 

Mr.  Kenneth  C.  Balcomb,  m,  Moclips 
Cetological  Society,  Moclips,  Washing¬ 
ton  98562,  to  collect  data  and  speci¬ 
men  material  from  beached  dead  ceta¬ 


ceans  of  any  species  from  world-wide 
locations,  depositing  this  material  in  a 
jurisdictionally  appropriate  museum  and 
to  radio  tag  twenty-five  (25)  whales 
from  the  following  ten  species:  gray 
whale  (Eschrichtius  robustus),  right 
whale  (Eubalaena  glacialis),  minke 
whale  (Balaenoptera  acutorostrata) ,  sei 
whale  (Balaenoptera  borealis) ,  fin  whale 
(Balaenoptera  phy solus),  blue  whale 
(Balaenoptera  musculus) ,  humpback 
whale  (Megaptera  novaeangliae) ,  killer 
whale  (Ordnus  orca),  bottlenosed  whale 
(Hyperoodon  sp.)  and  sperm  whale 
(Physeter  catodon).  The  Permit  is  re¬ 
quested  for  a  five-year  period  and  to  be 
valid  for  tagging  whales  in  the  North 
Pacific  Ocean  and  the  North  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  radio  tags  will  be  attached 
by  slapping  the  tag-package  from  the  end 
of  a  six  meter  pole.  The  tag  will  attach 
by  means  of  6-10  barbs  which  will  insert 
in  the  blubber.  Another  type  of  tag  which 
may  be  tried  is  that  of  a  stainless  steel 
tube  of  a  diameter  similar  to  that  of  a 
Discovery  Committee  whale  mark.  The 
tube  will  contain  a  radio  transmitter 
with  a  flexible  connection  that  will  pro¬ 
trude  from  the  surface  of  the  whale.  The 
device  will  be  delivered  to  the  animal  by 
means  of  a  cross  bow  or  hand  held 
harpoon  gun. 

Mr.  Balcomb  has  tagged  whales  with 
the  Discovery  Committee  mark  over  the 
last  ten  years,  and  has  been  developing 
the  radio  tags  described  above  for  three 
years. 

The  proposed  research  is  intended  to 
provide  Information  by  tracking  the 
tagged  whales  over  an  extended  period  of 
time  to  Investigate  migrations  and  study 
the  behavior  of  the  tagged  whales.  After 
the  development  of  suitable  techniques 
and  equipment,  the  radio  tags  are 
planned  to  provide  several  channels  of 
physiological  data  and  will  allow  correla¬ 
tion  of  tagged  and  untagged  whales  for 
analysis  of  schools  and  stocks  of  whales. 

The  endanger^  species  involved  in 
this  proposal  are:  the  gray  whale  (Esh- 
chrichtius  robustus) ,  right  whale  (Euba¬ 
laena  glacialis) ,  sei  whale  (Balaenoptera 
borealis),  fia  whale,  (Balaenoptera  phys- 
alus),  blue  whale  (Balaenoptera 
musculus),  humpback  whale  (Megaptera 
novaeangliae),  and  the  sperm  whale 
(Physeter  catodon).  The  proposed  re¬ 
search  will  offer  information  on  migra¬ 
tions,  stocks  composition,  feeding  cycles 
and  behavioral  profiles.  As  the  animals 
requested  are  not  to  be  restrained  or  held 
captive,  no  mortalities  or  injuries  need 
be  anticipated. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  this  application  are  available  in 
the  Office  of  the  Director,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  Office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Northwest  Region,  Lake  Union  Build¬ 
ing,  1700  Westlake  Avenue  North,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Washington  98109,  and  the  Office  of 
the  Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300 
South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island, 
California  97031. 

Conciurent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
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Secretary  of  Commerce  is  sendii^  copies 
of  the  application  to  the  Marine  Mam¬ 
mal  Commission  and  the  Cmnmittee  of 
Scientific  Advisors. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
data  or  views  on  this  data  on  or  before 
September  3,  1974  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235. 

All  statements  and  (pinions  contained 
in  this  notice  in  support  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  those  of  ^e  Applicant  and  do 
not  necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Dated;  July  26,  1974. 

Wn.Luii  F.  Royce, 
Acting  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[PR  Doc.74-17672  Filed  8-l-74;8;46  wn] 


NORBERT  J.  FLANIGAN 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Scientific 
Research  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  a  permit  to  take  and  Import  marine 
mammals  for  scientific  research  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1972  and  the  regulations 
governing  the  taking  and  Importing  of 
marine  mammals. 

Norbert  J.  Flanigan,  Professor  of 
Biology.  St.  Norbert  College,  DePere, 
Wisconsin  54115,  to  take  and  import 
the  brains  and  spinal  cords  of  ten  (10) 
adult  pilot  whales  iGlobicephala 
melaena) ,  the  brains  and  spinal  cords  of 
twenty  (20)  fetal  pilot  whales  (.Globi- 
cephala  melaena) ,  and  thirty  (30)  com¬ 
plete  pilot  whale  fetuses  iGlobicephala 
melaena)  for  the  purpose  of  scientific 
research. 

The  specimen  materials  will  be  col¬ 
lected  from  animals  taken  In  the  course 
of  the  pilot  whale  fishery  of  the  Faroe 
Islands.  No  animals  will  be  killed  by  the 
Applicant.  The  materials  will  be  col¬ 
lected  during  the  one-year  period  begin¬ 
ning  in  June  1975. 

The  complete  fetuses  will  be  utilized  in 
general  embryological  studies.  The  brain 
and  spinal  cord  materials  will  be  utilized 
in  microscopic  analysis  of  the  neuro¬ 
anatomy  of  pilot  whales.  The  Faroe 
Islands  pilot  whale  fishery  has  been  se¬ 
lected  as  the  location  for  collecting  the 
desired  materials  due  to  the  numbers  of 
animals  involved,  which  allows  the  col¬ 
lection  of  a  significant  niunber  of  neuro- 
anatomic  and  embryologic  specimens. 
Previous  investigations  have  been  pri¬ 
marily  reliant  upon  sporadic  strandlngs 
of  whales,  which  often  yield  specimen 
materials  of  poor  quality  due  to  the  rapid 
post-mortem  decay. 

Dr.  Flanigan  hw  been  engaged  in  re¬ 
search  on  comparative  vertebrate  neuro¬ 
anatomy  for  a  period  of  more  than  15 
years,  specializing  in  cetaceans  for  the 
last  10  years. 

Microscopic  sections  of  the  requested 
materials  will  be  retained  at  St.  Norbert 
College,  where  they  will  be  available  to 


other  researchers  interested  in  cetacean 
neuro- anatomy. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  this  application  are  available  in  the 
Office  of  the  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  telephone  202-343-7780,  and  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fineries  Service,  Northeast  Re¬ 
gion,  Federal  Building,  14  Elm  Street, 
Gloucester,  Massachusetts  01930,  tele¬ 
phone  617-281-0640. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  is  sending  copies  of 
the  application  to  the  Marine  Mammal 
Commission  and  the  Committee  of  Sci¬ 
entific  Advisors. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
data  or  views  cm  this  application  on  or 
before  September  3, 1974,  to  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Faeries  Service,  De- 
partmoit  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C. 20235. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  notice  in  support  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  those  of  the  Applicant  and  do 
not  necessarily  reflect  tt:«  views  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Dated;  July  26, 1974. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Acting  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.74-17674  FOed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


NAVAL  UNDERSEA  CENTER 
Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Sections  216.33  (d) 
and  (e)  of  the  regulations  governing  the 
taking  and  Importing  of  marine  mam¬ 
mals  (39  FR  1851,  January  15,  1974), 
the  Scientific  Research  Permit  issued  to 
the  Naval  Undersea  Center,  Biomedical 
Research  Department  on  March  7,  1974. 
as  modified  on  July  8, 1974  (39  FR  24932) , 
is  further  modlfi^  by  means  of 
Amendment  No.  3,  in  the  following 
manner. 

The  gray  seals  IHaUchoerus  grypus) 
authorized  to  be  imported,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Permit  Issued  on 
March  7,  1974,  from  Iceland,  may  be 
taken  and  Imported  from  Iceland  and/ 
or  Prince  Edward  Island,  Canada. 

This  modification  is  effective  on  Au¬ 
gust  2, 1974. 

The  permit,  as  modified,  and  docu¬ 
mentation  pertaining  to  the  modifica¬ 
tion.  is  available  for  review  In  the  Office 
of  the  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20235 
and  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Southwest  Region.  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  (California 
90731. 

Dated:  July  26,  1974. 

William  F.  Royce, 
Acting  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
IFR  Doc.74-17673  Plied  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


DAVID  T.  RICHARDSON 
Issuance  of  Permit  for  Marine  Mammals 

On  May  20, 1974,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  17785), 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
by  David  T.  Richardson,  Department  of 
Marine  Resources,  Fisheries  Research 
Station,  West  Boothbay  Harbor,  Maine 
04575,  for  a  permit  to  take,  tag,  mark 
and  release  twenty-five  (25)  Atlantic 
harbor  seals  iPhoca  vitulina  concolor) 
for  scientific  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  July  18, 
1974,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act 
of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued  a 
permit  for  the  above  mentioned  taking 
to  David  T.  Richardson,  subject  to  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  set  forth  therein.  The 
permit  is  availabe  for  review  by  inter¬ 
ested  persons  in  the  Office  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235  and  the  Office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service,  Northeast  Region, 
Federal  Building,  14  Elm  Street,  Glouces¬ 
ter,  Massachusetts  01930. 

Dated:  July  18, 1974. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Acting  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-17670  Piled  8-1-74; 8:45  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-348,  60-364] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Pc^cy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  in  10  (ITR  I^rt  51,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  Draft  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  prepared  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Directorate  of  Licensing  related  to 
the  proposed  Joseph  M.  Parley  Nuclear 
Power  Plant  Units  1  and  2  for  the  oper¬ 
ating  license  stage  by  Alabama  Power 
Company  in  the  County  of  Houston  is 
available  for  inspection  by  the  public  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document  Room 
at  1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  in  the  George  S.  Houston  Memorial 
Library,  212  W,  Verdeshaw  Street, 
Dothan,  Alabama.  The  Draft  Statement 
is  also  being  made  available  at  the  Ala¬ 
bama  Development  Office,  State  Office 
Building.  Montgomery,  Alabama  36104 
and  Southeast  Alabama  Regional  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Development  Commission,  P.O. 
Box  1460,  Dothan,  Alabama. 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  may  be  obtained 
by  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20545,  Attention:  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 
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The  Applicant’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port,  as  supplemented,  submitted  by  Ala¬ 
bama  Power  Company  is  also  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  above- 
designated  locations.  Notice  of  availabil¬ 
ity  of  the  Applicant’s  Environmental 
Report  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  30,  1973  (38  FR 
29907). 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  51,  inter¬ 
ested  persons  may  submit  comments  on 
the  Applicant’s  Environmental  Report, 
as  supplemented,  and  the  Draft  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Statement  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  consideration.  Federal  and  State 
agencies  are  being  provided  with  copies 
of  the  Applicant’s  Environmental  Report 
and  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement 
(local  agencies  may  obtain  these  docu¬ 
ments  upon  request) .  Comments  are  due 
by  September  23,  1974.  Comments  by 
Federal,  State,  and  local  officials,  or  other 
persons  received  by  the  Commission,  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  in  Washington,  D.C.  and  the 
George  S.  Houston  Memorial  Library, 
212  W.  Verdeshaw  Street,  Dothan,  Ala¬ 
bama  36301.  Upon  consideration  of  com¬ 
ments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
Draft  Environmental  Statement,  the 
Regulatory  staff  will  prepare  a  Final  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement,  the  availability 
of  which  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  from  interested  members 
of  the  public  should  be  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Deputy 
Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
26th  day  of  July  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Gordon  K.  Dicker, 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-17642  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am) 


(Docket  Nos.  STN  60-488,  STN  50-489,  STN 
50-490,  STN  50-191,  STN  50-492,  and  STN 
50  493] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits  and  Facility  Licenses  and  Avail¬ 
ability  of  Applicant’s  Environmental 
Reports 

Duke  Power  Company,  pursuant  to 
section  103  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  which  was  docketed  on  May  24, 
1974,  for  authorization  to  construct  and 
operate  six  pressurized  water  nuclear 
power  reactors  at  its  Perkins  and  Chero¬ 
kee  sites.  ’The  application  was  tendered 
on  March  29,  1974.  Following  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  review  for  completeness,  the  appli¬ 
cation — the  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis 
Report,  General  and  Financial  Informa¬ 
tion  and  the  Antitrust  Information — ^was 
found  to  be  acceptable  for  docketing  on 


May  21,  1974.  However,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Reports  were  not  sufficiently 
complete  for  docketing  and  Duke  Power 
Company  filed  revised  Environmental 
Reports  on  Jime  17,  1974.  The  revised 
Reports  were  found  to  be  acceptable  on 
July  5,  1974.  This  application  has  been 
filed  utilizing  two  approaches  of  the 
Commission’s  Standardization  Policy 
for  nuclear  power  plants — the  “reference 
system’’  and  “duplicate  plant”  concepts. 
(See  “Licensing  of  Duplicate  Nuclear 
Power  Plants:  Review  of  Standard  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plant  Designs,”  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rules,  39  FR  13668,  April  16, 
1974.)  The  application  references  the 
standard  nuclear  steam  supply  system 
design  of  Combustion  Engineering’s 
Standard  Safety  Analysis  Report 
(CESSAR),  Docket  No.  STN  50-470, 
which  is  currently  under  staff  review. 
The  remainder  of  the  plant  design,  with 
the  exception  of  some  specific  site  fea¬ 
tures,  consists  of  identical  duplicates  for 
all  six  units.  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-488, 
STN  50-489,  and  STN  50-490  have  been 
assigned  to  Units  1,  2,  and  3,  respec¬ 
tively,  at  the  Perkins  site  and  S’TN  50- 
491,  STN  50-492,  and  STN  50-493  have 
been  assigned  to  Units  1,  2,  and  3,  re¬ 
spectively,  at  the  Cherokee  site.  These 
docket  numbers  should  be  referenced  in 
any  correspondence  relating  to  this 
application. 

The  Perkins  site  is  located  in  the 
southeast  portion  of  Davie  County,  North 
Carolina,  on  the  Yadkin  River  about  11 
miles  west  of  Lexington,  12  miles  north 
of  Salisbury  and  about  17  miles  south¬ 
east  of  Winston-Salem.  The  Cherokee 
site  is  located  in  the  eastern  portion  of 
Cherokee  Coimty,  South  Carolina,  on 
the  w'est  bank  of  the  Broad  River  about 
6  miles  southeast  of  Blacksburg  and  21 
miles  northeast  of  Spartanburg. 

Each  of  the  proposed  nuclear  units, 
designated  by  the  applicant  as  the  Per¬ 
kins  Nuclear  Station,  Units  1,  2,  and  3, 
and  the  Cherokee  Nuclear  Station,  Units 
1,  2,  and  3,  are  designed  for  initial  oper¬ 
ation  at  approximately  3800  megawatts 
thermal  with  a  net  electrical  output  of 
approximately  1280  megawatts. 

A  Notice  of  Hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  is  being  pub¬ 
lished  separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should  sub¬ 
mit  such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing, 
Regulation,  on  or  before  September  17, 
1974.  The  request  should  be  filed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  Docket  Nos.  S’TN  50-488-A, 
STN  50-489-A,  S'TN  50-490-A,  STN  50- 
491-A,  STN  50-492-A,  and  STN  50- 
493-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  at 
the  Davie  County  Public  Library,  416 
N.  Main  Street,  Mocksville,  North  Caro¬ 


lina  27028,  and  at  the  Cherokee  County 
Library,  Gaffney,  South  Carolina  29340. 

Duke  Power  Company  has  also  filed, 
pursuant  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  regulations 
of  the  Commission  in  Appendix  D  to  10 
CFR  Part  50,  separate  Environmental 
Reports  for  the  Perkins  and  Cherokee 
Stations.  The  reiKirts  discuss  environ¬ 
mental  considerations  related  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  of  the  Perkins  and 
Cherokee  Stations.  The  reports  are  being 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  aforementioned  locations,  and  are 
being  made  available  at  the  Clearing¬ 
house  and  Information  Center,  116  West 
Jones  Street,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina 
27603,  at  the  Piedmont  Triad  Coimcil  of 
Governments,  P.O.  Box  8945,  Greensboro, 
North  CTarolina  27410,  at  the  Office  of  the 
Governor,  Division  of  Administration, 
Wade  Hampton  Office  Building,  Colum¬ 
bia,  South  Carolina  29201,  and  at  the 
South  Carolina  Appalachian  Council  of 
Governments,  Drawer  6668,  11  Regency 
Hills  Drive,  Greenville,  South  Carolina 
29606. 

After  the  Environmental  Reports  have 
been  analyzed  by  the  Commi^ion’s  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  or  his  designee, 
draft  environmental  statements  related 
to  the  proposed  action  will  be  prepared 
by  the  Commission.  Upon  preparation  of 
the  draft  environmental  statements,  the 
Commission  will,  among  other  things, 
cause  to  be  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  a  summary  notice  of  availability 
of  the  draft  statements.  The  summary 
notice  will  request  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  p>ersons  on  the  proposed  action  and 
on  the  draft  statements.  ’The  summary 
notice  will  also  contain  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  comments  of  Federal 
agencies  and  State  and  local  officials 
thereon  will  be  made  available  when  re¬ 
ceived.  Upon  consideration  of  comments 
submitted  with  respect  to  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement,  the  Regulatory 
staff  will  prepare  final  environmental 
statements,  the  availability  of  which  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  8th 
day  of  July  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief. 

Light  Water  Reactors  Group  1-3. 

[FR  Doc.74-16500  Filed  7-18-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-498  and  STN  50-499] 

HOUSTON  LIGHTING  AND  POWER  ET  AL. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits,  Facility  Licenses,  and  Avail¬ 
ability  of  Appicants’  Environmental 
Report 

Houston  Lighting  and  Power  Company, 
the  City  of  San  Antonio,  Central  Power 
and  Light  Company,  and  the  City  of  Aus¬ 
tin  (the  applicants) ,  pursuant  to  section 
103  of  the  AtiHnic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  have  filed  an  application, 
which  was  docketed  July  5, 1974,  for  au¬ 
thorization  to  construct  and  operate  two 
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generating  units  utilizing  two  pressurized 
water  reactors.  The  supplication  wsus  ten¬ 
dered  on  May  17,  1974.  Following  a  pre¬ 
liminary  review  lor  completeness,  the 
application  was  accepted  on  Jiine  20, 
1974,  lOT  docketing.  Docket  Nos.  STN  50- 
498  and  STN  50-499  have  been  assigned 
to  the  application  and  should  be  refer¬ 
enced  in  any  correspondence  relating  to 
the  application. 

The  proposed  nuclear  facilities,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  applicants  as  the  South 
Texas  Project,  Units  1  and  2  are  located 
on  the  west  side  of  the  Colorado  River, 
in  south  central  Matagorda  County, 
Texas  and  are  designated  for  initial  oper¬ 
ation  at  approximately  3800  megawatts 
(thermal)  each,  with  a  net  electrical  out¬ 
put  of  approximately  1250  megawatts 
each. 

A  Notice  of  Hearing  with  onx)rtunity 
for  public  participation  is  being  pub¬ 
lish^  separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitnist  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  n.S.  Atomic  Energy 
C(xnmission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on 
or  before  S^^tember  17,  1974.  The  re¬ 
quest  should  be  filed  in  connection  with 
Docket  Nos.  STN  50-498-A  and  STN  50- 
499-A. 

A  copy  of  the  appdicatimi  is  available 
for  pi^Uc  inspection  at  the  Commis- 
sl(m’8  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
and  at  the  Matagorda  County  Court¬ 
house,  1700  7th  Street,  Bay  City,  Texas. 

The  applicants  have  also  filed,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  regulations  of 
the  Commission  in  Appendix  D  to  10 
CPR  Part  50,  an  Environmental  Report 
dated  July  1,  1974.  The  report,  which 
discusses  environmental  considerations 
related  to  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  facilities  is  being 
made  available  for  public  Inspection  at 
the  aforementioned  locations  and  at  the 
Division  of  Planning  Coordination,  Office 
of  the  Governor,  P.O.  Box  12428,  Capitol 
Station,  Austin,  Texas  78711,  and  at  the 
Houston-Galveston  Area  Council,  3311 
Richmond  Avenue,  Houston,  Texas  77006. 

After  the  Environmental  Report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  Commission’s  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tory  staff.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  among  other  things,  cause  to  be 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  of  availability  of  the 
draft  statement,  with  a  request  for  com¬ 
ments  from  Interested  persons  on  the 
draft  statement  The  summary  notice 
will  also  contain  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  comments  of  Federal  agencies  and 
State  and  local  officials  will  be  made 
available  when  received.  Upon  consider¬ 
ation  of  comments  submitted  with  re¬ 


spect  to  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  the  Regulatory  staff  will  prepare 
a  final  environmental  statement,  the 
availability  of  which  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  July  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Ccxnmission. 

A.  W.  Drobiehick, 
Acting  Chief.  Light  Water  Re¬ 
actors  Project  Branch  1-1, 
Directorate  of  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-16501  FUed  7-18-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-305] 

WISCONSIN  PUBUC  SERVICE  CORP. 

ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Facility  License  Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  2  to 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-43, 
Issued  to  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Cor¬ 
poration,  Wisconsin  Power  and  Light 
Company,  and  Madison  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Ke¬ 
waunee  Nuclear  Power  Plant,  located  In 
Kewaunee  County,  Wisconsin.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
Issuance. 

’The  amendment  deletes  paragraph 
6.1.b.5  of  the  Technical  Specifications 
which  was  added  to  the  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  by  C^nge  No.  2  on  April  19, 
1974.  Paragraph  6.1.b.5  granted  tempo¬ 
rary  relief  for  control  room  staffing 
pending  issuance  of  licenses  to  additional 
control  room  operators. 

The  Commission  has  made  appropri¬ 
ate  findings  as  required  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  In  10  CFR  Ch.  1,  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  license  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  Amendment  No.  2  to  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-43,  with  attachments, 
and  (2)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  These  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Kewaunee 
County  Library,  Kewaunee,  Wisconsin. 

A  copy  of  items  (1)  and  (2)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Proj¬ 
ects,  Directorate  of  Licensing — Regula¬ 
tion. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
day  of  July,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Karl  Kneel, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  2-2,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

IPB Doc.74-17643  Piled  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


LMFBR  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  STATEMENT 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (AEC)  and  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  of 
an  informal  meeting  between  staffs  of 
the  two  agencies  to  be  held  in  Room 
2010,  New  Executive  Office  Building,  17th 
and  H  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  on  August  13,  1974  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be 
discussion  between  the  staffs  of  the  two 
agencies  of  EPA’s  views  in  connection 
with  the  Draft  Ekivironmental  Impact 
Statement  on  the  Liquid  Metal  Fast 
Breeder  Reactor  Program  which  AEC 
issued  on  March  14,  1974.  The  public  is 
invited  to  observe  these  discussions. 

Further  information  can  be  obtained 
from  Mr.  W.  Herbert  Pennington,  As¬ 
sessments  and  Coordination  Officer,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Biomedical  and  Environmental 
Research,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.C.  20545  and  Mr.  E. 
David  Harward,  Director,  Technical  As¬ 
sessment  Division,  U.S.  Elnvlronmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 

Dated  tills  first  day  of  August,  1974. 

W.  H.  Pennington, 
Acting  Assistant  General  Man¬ 
ager  for  Biomedical  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Research  and 
Safety  Programs.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Manage¬ 
ment,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.74-17817  Piled  8-1-74:10:18  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  26798:  Order  74-7-135] 

ALOHA  AIRLINES,  INC.  AND 
HAWAIIAN  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Fare  Increases;  Order  Denying  Petition  for 
Reconsideration 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  30th  day  of  July,  1974. 

By  Order  74-6-69  dated  Jime  13,  1974, 
the  Board  suspended  and  ordered  in¬ 
vestigated  fare  increases  proposed  by 
Al(^a  Airlines,  Inc.  (Aloha)  and  Ha¬ 
waiian  Airlines,  Inc.  (Hawaiian).  This 
action  was  premised  upon  the  facts  that 
both  carriers  achieved  a  rate  of  return 
well  in  excess  of  12  percent  for  the  year 
ended  March  31,  1974;  that  the  carriers’ 
forecast  1974  revenues  appeared  to  be 
substantially  understated  in  relation  to 
actual  results  in  the  first  quarter  of  1974; 
and  that  Aloha’s  treatment  of  leased 
property  was  inconsistent  with  the 
Board’s  policy.  Aloha  and  Hawaiian  have 
petitioned  the  Board  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion,  requesting  that  the  suspension  of 
the  proposed  fares  be  vacated. 

Aloha  contends  that  it  did  not,  in  fact, 
achieve  a  12  percent  return  on  invest- 
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merit  for  the  year  ended  March  31,  1974, 
and  alleges  that  Its  rate  of  return  for 
calendar  1974  will  be  7.3  percent  at  cur¬ 
rent  fare  levels,  and  11.4  percent  with 
the  proposed  fares.  This  projection  is 
based  upon  fuel  price  increases  experi¬ 
enced  to  June  1,  1974,  which  were  82.3 
percent  above  the  September  30,  1973 
level.'  Aloha  anticipates  a  10  percent 
growth  in  traffic  in  1974,  and  states  that 
this  will  result  in  a  much  less  favorable 
profit  position  than  the  first  quarter  1974 
results  w'ould  indicate. 

Haw'aiian  alleges  that  the  Board  erred 
in  its  estimate  of  1974  revenues,  stating 
that  revenue  in  the  first  quarter  of  1974 
was  atypically  high  and  that  more  recent 
experience  Indicates  a  softening  of  the 
market.  Hawaiian  reports  that  there 
has  been  a  steady  decline  in  traffic 
growth  since  March  1974,  with  April  be¬ 
ing  1.2  percent.  May  8.2  percent,  and 
June  0.8  F>ercent  above  the  same  months 
of  1973.  Thus,  the  carrier  contends  that 
“it  is  not  reasonable  to  assume,  in  view 
of  the  present  and  anticipated  soften¬ 
ing  of  the  market,  that  increases  in  1974 
will  put  its  first  quarter  in  the  same  per¬ 
spective  for  1974  as  the  first  quarter  of 
1973  bore  to  the  full  year.”  Hawaiian 
also  contends  that  the  Board  did  not 
properly  adjust  first  quarter  1974  rev¬ 
enues  to  eliminate  revenues  from  the 
security  charge  which  was  not  imposed 
in  the  first  quarter  1973,  and  that  the 
Board  failed  to  annualize  its  first  quarter 
costs,  w'hich  would  require  a  substantial 
upw'ard  adjustment. 

Upon  review  of  the  petitions,  and  all 
other  relevant  matters,  the  Board  finds 
that  they  do  not  establish  error  in  the 
Board’s  decision,  nor  do  they  contain  in¬ 
formation  which  would  support  lifting 
of  the  Board’s  suspension. 

Since  our  suspension  of  the  proposed 
fare  increase,  more  recent  data  have  be¬ 
come  available  from  both  the  carriers’ 
Form  41  reports  and  their  filings  in  this 
Docket.  As  the  carriers  state,  there  has 
been  a  slackening  in  the  rate  of  traffic 
growth,  and  fvu-ther  increases  have  oc¬ 
curred  in  the  price  of  fuel.  Accordingly, 
w'e  have  revised  our  earlier  traffic  and 
revenue  estimates  to  reflect  actual  results 
for  the  first  half  of  1974,  annualized  on 
the  basis  of  the  1973  relationship.  This 
produces  a  projected  traffic  increase  of 
8.8  percent*  which  we  believe  to  be  en¬ 
tirely  reasonable  when  tested  against  the 
capacity  which  the  carriers  have  pro¬ 
jected  for  1974.  The  resulting  load  fac¬ 
tor  of  64.0  percent  correlates  very  closely 
with  the  average  load  factor  of  63.3  per¬ 
cent  experienced  by  the  carriers  in  1973, 
and  the  66.2  percent  experienced  during 
the  first  half  of  1974. 

On  the  basis  of  our  revised  traffic 
projection,  and  applying  the  carriers’ 


>  On  July  8,  the  carrier  filed  an  amendment 
to  its  petition  which  indicates  that  its  July 
1,  1974  fuel  cost  is  32.811  cents  per  gallon, 
or  101.6  percent  above  Its  September  1973 
weighted  average  of  16.276  cents. 

*  This  projection  Is  somewhat  below 
Aloha’s  estimate  of  10  percent.  Oiur  original 
projection  anticipated  an  Increase  in  traffic 
of  11.5  percent. 


forecast  capacity  and  cost  data,  adjusted 
for  the  latest  fuel  cost  increases,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  both  carriers  would  achieve  a 
return  on  investment  substantially  in 
excess  of  12  percent  in  1974  were  the  fare 
increase  to  be  permitted.  At  the  current 
fare  level,  they  should  fall  very  slightly 
short  of  meeting  full  return,  on  a  com¬ 
bined  basis. 

Despite  Aloha’s  contention,  the  Board 
did  not  overstate  that  carrier’s  1973  rate 
of  return.  While  it  now  follows  the 
proper  treatment  of  leased  aircraft. 
Aloha  has  nevertheless  failed  to  add  back 
interest  expense  in  its  computation,  and 
thereby  imderstates  its  true  rate  of  re¬ 
turn,  both  for  1973  and  its  1974  forecast. 
Hawaiian,  on  the  other  hand,  while  not 
challenging  the  Board’s  rate  of  return 
computation,  has  constructed  a  hsrpo- 
thetical  1974  rate  of  return  based  upon 
our  prior  estimate  of  1974  revenue  which 
it  argues  will  not  materialize.  Essen¬ 
tially,  this  is  done  by  increasing  operat¬ 
ing  expenses  to  reflect  the  additional 
flying  time  it  contends  would  be  required 
to  accommodate  the  additional  traffic. 
Thus,  neither  carrier  has,  in  fact,  pro¬ 
vided  a  true  picture  of  the  impact  upon 
rate  of  return  which  would  result  from 
the  fare  proposed,  nor  of  financial  re¬ 
sults  at  present  fare  levels. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  The  petitions  of  Aloha  Airlines,  Inc. 
and  Hawaiian  Airlines,  Inc.,  requesting 
reconsideration  of  Order  74-6-69,  dated 
June  13,  1974,  are  hereby  denied;  and 

2.  This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register, 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-17699  FUed  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  26668] 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES.  INC.  AND 
OZARK  AIR  UNES,  INC. 

Route  Transfer  Agreement;  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  will  be  held 
on  September  10,  1974,  at  10:00  a.m. 
(local  time)  in  Room  911,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW,, 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  under¬ 
signed. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
and  other  details  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  June  17,  1974,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  which  are  in  the  docket  of  this 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Wa.shington,  D.C.,  July  29, 
1974. 

I  seal]  Harry  H.  Schneider, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.74-17697  Filed  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  26908] 

TRANSATLANTIC  ROUTE  PROCEEDING 

Draft  Statement  of  Environmental 
Assessment;  Availability 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board’s  Bureau 
of  Operating  Rights  has  released  a  “Draft 
Statement  of  Environmental  Assess¬ 
ment’’  in  connection  with  the  Transat¬ 
lantic  Route  Proceeding. 

The  Statement  concludes  that  the  mat¬ 
ters  before  the  Board  in  that  proceeding 
would  not  constitute  a  “major  federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
human  environment.’’  The  issues  in  the 
proceeding  include : 

(a)  Whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  renewal  of  the 
temporary  transatlantic  certificate  au¬ 
thority  held  by  Pan  American  World 
Airways,  Inc.,  in  routes  132  and  133, 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  in  route  147 
(except  at  Canton  and  Shanghai),  and 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  in  route 
119;  whether  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  certification  of  au-  ‘ 
thority  to  provide  transatlantic  passen¬ 
ger,  cargo  (combination  or  all-cargo)  and 
mail  service,  either  on  a  temporary  or 
permanent  basis,  between  Luxembourg, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  UJ3.  coterml- 
nal  points  set  out  in  paragraph  (b),  on 
the  other; 

(b)  whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  certification  of 
authority  to  provide  transatlantic  pas¬ 
senger,  cargo  (combination  or  all-cargo) 
and  mail  service,  either  on  a  temporary 
or  permanent  basis,  to  the  foreign  points 
considered  in  paragraph  (a)  above  from 
the  following  U.S.  points: 

Atlanta,  Ga.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Boston,  Mass., 
ChiC€igo,  Ill.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Dallas/Pt. 
Worth,  Tex.,  Denver,  Colo,  Detroit,  Mich., 
Hartford,  Conn.,  Houston,  Tex.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
Miami,  Fla.,  Mlnnea{^is/St.  Paul,  Minn., 
New  Orleans,  La.,  New  York,  N.Y.-Newark, 
N.J,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Phoenix,  Arlz,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
San  Diego,  Calif.,  San  Franclsco-Oakland-San 
Jose,  Calif.,  San  Juan.  P.R.,  Seattle,  Wash., 
Tampa,  Fla.,  and  Washington,  D.C.; 

(c)  whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  grant  of  stop¬ 
over  privileges  at  the  domestic  coterminal 
points  in  issue; 

(d)  whether  (a)  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require  the  amend¬ 
ment,  alteration,  modification,  or  sus¬ 
pension  of  any  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  401  (g)  of  the  Act  insofar  as  that 
certificate  authorizes  service  to  any 
point  in  Ireland  and  (b)  the  public  in¬ 
terest  requires  the  suspension  of  sendee 
of  any  carrier  now  authorized  to  serve 
any  point  in  Ireland ; 

(e)  whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  renewal  of  the 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  held  by  Capitol  International 
Airways,  Inc.,  Overseas  National  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways,  Inc.,  Trans 
International  Airlines,  Inc.,  Universal 
Airlines,  Inc.,  and  World  Airways,  Inc., 
authorizing  transatlantic  supplemental 
air  transportation; 
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(f)  whether  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  certification  of 
transatlantic  supplemental  cargo  au¬ 
thority  on  a  temporary  or  permanent 
basis;  and 

(g)  what  will  be  the  impact  on  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  of  final  Board  action  In 
this  proceeding. 

(h)  whether  Part  208  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations  should  be  modified 
to  impose  the  following  limitations  on 
transatlantic  charters;  (a)  Frequency 
and  regularity  restrictions,  (b)  limita¬ 
tion  of  any  cargo  authority  that  may  be 
authorized  to  single-entity  charters,  sub¬ 
ject  to  frequency  and  regularity  restric¬ 
tions,  and  (c)  a  prior  approval  require¬ 
ment; 

(i)  whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  certification  of 
suiH)lemental  authority  on  a  t^porary 
or  permanent  basis  between  a  point  oe 
points  In  Puerto  Rico  and/or  the  Virgin 
Islands,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  In 
Greenland,  Iceland,  the  Azores,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Asia,  as  far  east  as  (and 
including)  India,  on  the  other  hand.^ 

Interested  persons  and  agencies  of  the 
federal,  state,  and  local  governments  will 
be  given  45  days  to  submit  comments  in 
response  to  the  draft  statement.  Com¬ 
ments  are  due  by  September  16,  1974. 
Upon  receipt  of  comments,  the  Bureau  of 
Operating  Rights  will  prepare  and  issue 
a  revised  statement.  Comments  so  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  made  available  to  the 
public. 

Copies  of  the  draft  statement  are 
available  from  the  Bureau  Operating 
Rights,  CSvil  Aeronautics  Board,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20428. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  30, 
1974. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR  E>oc.74-17698  PUcd  8-1-74:8:45  ami 


COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENTS 

Notice  of  Availability 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  July  22  through  July  26, 
1974.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each  state¬ 
ment  is  noted  in  the  summary.  Under 
Council  Guidelines,  the  minimum  period 
for  public  review  and  comment  on  draft 
environmental  impact  statements  is 
forty-five  (45)  days  from  this  Federal 
Register  notice  of  availability  (Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974) . 

Copies  of  Individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  from  a  commercial  source,  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Law  Institute,  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 


‘  Appropriate  changes  in  the  definition  of 
supplemental  air  transportation  contained  in 
the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations  to  Include 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  is  also 
In  Issue. 


Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Contact:  For  Non-Regulatory  Matters:  Mr. 
W.  Herbert  Pennington,  (M5ce  of  Assistant 
General  Manager,  B-201,  AEC,  Washington, 
D.C.  20645,  (301)  973-4241.  For  Regulatory 
Matters:  Mr.  A.  Glambusso,  Deputy  Director 
for  Reactor  Projects,  DirectiRrate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  P-722,  AEC,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
(301)  973-7373. 

Draft 

Floating  Nuclear  Power  Plants,  Offshore 
Power  System,  Florida,  July  24:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  Issuance  of  a  manufac¬ 
turing  license  to  Offshore  Nuclear  Power  Sys., 
an  incorporated  venture  of  Westinghouse  and 
Tenneco,  for  the  startup  and  operation  of 
a  proposed  manufacturing  faculty  on  Blount 
Island,  Jacksonville.  Eight  floating  nuclear 
power  plants  (FNP)  will  be  constructed  In  a 
shipyard-llke  facUity.  Each  plant  has  a  pres¬ 
surized  water  reactor  of  3425  MWt  and  1150 
MWe  (net)  generating  capacity.  No  nuclear 
fuel  will  be  handled  at  the  site.  A  second 
environmental  Impact  statement  will  be  is¬ 
sued  to  evaluate  the  generic  Impacts  of  sit¬ 
ing  and  operations  In  the  coastal  waters  of 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41205.) 

Final 

Braldwood  Station,  Units  1  and  2,  WUl 
County,  Illinois,  July  22:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  the  Commonwealth  Edi¬ 
son  Company  for  the  two  unit  Station.  The 
two  pressurized  water  reactors  will  produce 
6850  MWt,  which  will  be  used  to  generate 
2240  MWe  (net).  Exhaust  steam  vdll  be 
cooled  by  a  once  through  flow  of  water 
from  an  artificial  lake;  makeup  (93  cfs,  avg.) 
will  be  drawn  from  the  Kankakee  River,  and 
blowdown  (46  cfs,  avg.)  wUl  be  discharged 
to  it.  Approximately  734  acres  of  agricultin-al 
land,  848  acres  of  woods  and  fallow  field,  and 
2838  acres  of  strip-mine  spoil  wUl  be  required 
for  the  station  and  cooling  lake.  An  excessive 
growth  of  algae  in  the  cooling  lake  might 
Impose  adverse  Impact  on  the  Kankakee. 
Comments  made  by:  USDA,  USCG,  HUD, 
DOI,  DOC,  HEW,  FPC,  AHP,  COE,  EPA,  State 
and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41198.) 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R,  Galler,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  (202)  967-4335. 

Final 

Submarine  Sand  Recovery  System,  Hawaii, 
July  23:  Proposed  Is  the  fuU-scale  long  en¬ 
durance  field  testing  of  the  prototype  of  a 
unique  system  for  mining  ocean  bottom  sand. 
The  system,  designed  for  use  from  a  small 
vessel,  consists  primarily  of  a  suction  probe 
which  buries  Itself  in  thick  deposits  of  sand 
by  hydroJet  action  and  removes  large 
cones  of  sand.  The  test  site  is  located  at 
Keahou,  Kona,  Hawaii.  The  long  range  sec¬ 
ondary  effects  in  the  area  of  socio-economic 
Impact  could  be  significant  If  the  system 
proves  to  be  economically  and  environmen¬ 
tally  practical  and  is  extensively  utilized  ( 122 
pages.  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  COE, 
EPA,  State  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41203.) 

Department  op  Defense 

ARMY 

Contact:  Mr.  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr.,  Acting 
Chief,  Environmental  OlHce,  Directorate  of 
Installations,  Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of 
Staff  for  Logistics,  Washington,  D.C.  20310, 
(202  )  0X  4-4269. 

Final 

Project  EAGLE,  Supplement  A,  Colorado, 
July  25:  The  document  supplements  a  final 


environmental  Impact  statement  which  was 
filed  with  the  Council  on  September  20,  1973, 
on  the  demilitarization  and  disposal  of  the 
M34  GB  Cluster  at  Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal 
(RMA).  The  supplement  covers  the  disposal 
of  an  additional  quantity  of  bulk  GB  which 
will  be  disposed  of  concurrently  with  the  GB 
from  the  M34  GB  Clusters,  using  the  same 
facility  and  process.  The  additional  GB  totals 
378,000  lbs.,  contained  in  five  underground 
tanks.  The  agent  would  be  drained  from  the 
tanks,  de-watered,  and  reduced  to  a  salt  by¬ 
product,  which  wir  be  stored  In  sealed  drums 
at  RMA.  (ELR  Order  NO.  41214.) 

ARMY  CORPS 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  UB.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  (202  )  693- 
7168, 

Draft 

Kings  River  Channel  Improvement  Proj¬ 
ect,  California,  July  22;  The  statement  refers 
to  the  Kings  River  Channel  Improvement 
Project,  Cole  Slough-Laton  Area,  California. 
About  14,000  lineal  feet  of  new  levee  and 
patrol  road  will  be  constructed  in  the  vicinity 
of  Laton,  5,000  lineal  feet  of  bank  protection 
work  will  be  placed  at  16  different  sites.  Levee 
construction  and  bank  protection  work  may 
cause  limited  short-term  turbidity.  Also  5 
acres  of  riparian  habitat  will  be  cleared 
(Sacramento  District)  (28  pages).  (ELR  Or¬ 
der  No.  41191.) 

Beach  Erosion,  Hurricane  Protection  ProJ., 
Dade  County,  Florida,  July  24:  The  project 
Involves  the  partial  restoration  of  the  10.5 
mile  Dade  County,  Florida,  Beach  Erosion 
Control  and  Hurricane  Protection  Project  to 
provide  protective  and  recreational  beach. 
Adverse  Impacts  are  temporary  turbidity  and 
slltation  In  the  borrow  and  fill  areas  during 
construction,  and  the  destruction  of  some 
marine  life  (Jacksonville  District).  (ELR 
Order  No.  41209.) 

Bolles  Harbor,  Confined  Disposal  Facility, 
Michigan,  July  25:  The  project  Involves  the 
construction  of  a  confined  disposal  facility 
for  polluted  dredged  materials  from  the  La 
Plaisance  Creek  navigation  channel  at  Bolles 
Harbor.  Adverse  Impacts  are  the  loss  of  20 
acres  of  La  Plaisance  Bay  bottom  land  and 
open  water,  and  the  creation  of  a  possible 
habitat  for  attached  phytoplankton  (Detroit 
District)  (54  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41218.) 

Orange  and  West  Orange,  Flood  Control, 
New  Jersey,  July  25 :  The  project  involves  the 
construction  of  a  flood  control  project  in 
Orange  and  West  Orange  consisting  of  a  di¬ 
version  structure  and  conduit  diverting  the 
flow  from  the  East  Fork  of  the  East  Branch 
Rahway  River  to  the  West  Fork  of  the  East 
Branch  Rahway  River.  Construction  of  the 
diversion  conduit  will  result  in  traffic  dis¬ 
ruption  and  delays  as  well  as  increased  noise 
and  dust  (New  York  District)  (35  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41219.) 

Final 

Claiborne  Lock  and  Dam.  Alabama,  July  26 ; 
The  proposed  action  is  the  completion  of 
construction  and  the  continued  operation  of 
the  navigation  project  on  the  Alabama  River. 
The  dam  also  reregulates  the  peaking  power 
releases  from  the  Millers  Ferry  hydroelectric 
project.  There  has  been  a  loss  of  stream  fish¬ 
ery;  2,310  acres  of  forest  and  agricultural 
lands  have  been  committed  to  the  project. 
Comments  made  by:  DOI,  HUD,  DOT,  EPA, 
HEW,  USDA,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41223.) 

Anchorage  Harbor  Navigation  Dredging, 
Alaska,  July  25:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  maintenance  dredging  of  60,000  cu. 
yds,  of  ^oil  annually  from  the  Anchorage 
Harbor.  Adverse  impact  will  Include  disrup¬ 
tion  to  marine  biota  and  to  the  water-land 
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Interface  (Anchorage  District).  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELB  Order  No.  41221.) 

Indian  Bend  Wash,  Maricopa  County,  Ari¬ 
zona.  July  23:  Proposed  Is  the  construction 
of  flood  control  and  recreational  facilities  In 
the  cities  of  Scottsdale  and  Tempe.  There  will 
be  an  interceptor  channel,  siphon,  and  a  dike, 
a  greenbelt  floodway,  and  an  outlet  channel. 
Included  also  will  be  a  wildlife  sanctuary 
and  a  nature  area,  a  park,  and  a  fishing  lake. 
Approximately  41  acres  of  land  will  be  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  project;  790  acres  of  open  space 
will  be  preserved  (135  pages).  Comments 
made  by;  AHP,  USDA.  DOC,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI. 
FPA,  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41199.) 

Final 

BrookvUle  Lake,  East  Fork  Whitewater 
River,  Franklin  and  Union  Counties,  Indiana, 
July  26:  The  proposed  project  is  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  BrookvUle  Dam  and  related 
project  works  on  the  East  Fy>rk  of  Whitewater 
River  for  the  purposes  of  flood  control,  recrea¬ 
tion,  and  water  supply.  Hie  project  will  Inun¬ 
date  7,780  acres  of  forest  and  agricultural 
land  and  24  miles  of  stream.  Relocation  of 
numerous  public  facilities  and  the  displace¬ 
ment  of  255  famUies  wUl  occur.  Other  ad¬ 
verse  impacts  are :  loss  of  wildlife  habitat.  In¬ 
creased  erosion,  sedimentation  and  air  pollu¬ 
tion,  degradation  of  water  quality  and  loss 
of  stream  habitat.  Comments  made  by:  DOI, 
HUD,  EPA,  DOC,  USDA,  DOT,  State  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41222.) 

Cleveland  Harbor,  Maintenance  Dredging, 
Ohio,  July  25;  The  project  involves  the 
dredging  of  approximately  1,125,000  cubic 
yards  of  sediment  from  Cleveland  Harbor,  and 
maintenance  of  piers  and  breakwaters.  Ad¬ 
verse  impacts  Include  odor  from  the  pumping 
process.  Increased  turbidity,  and  increased 
noise  and  dust  during  the  maintenance  pe¬ 
riod.  The  major  negative  impact  will  be  the 
depositing  of  dredged  sediments  into  Lake 
Erie  If  pilot  disposal  sites  are  filled  and  on¬ 
going  construction  of  another  disposal  fa¬ 
cility  is  not  completed  (Buffalo  District). 
Comments  made  by;  USCG,  DOC,  HUD,  DOI, 
EPA.  State  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41220.) 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Contact:  Dr.  Richard  F.  Hill,  Acting  Ad¬ 
visor  on  Environmental  Quality,  441  G  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC.  20426,  (202)  386- 
6084. 

Draft 

St.  Clair  River  interconnection,  Michigan, 
July  23;  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  an 
overhead  345  kV  transmission  line  by  the 
Detroit  Edison  Co.  from  its  St.  Clair-Jewel 
line  to  the  international  border  on  the  St. 
Clair  River.  Ontario  Hydro  would  construct 
a  similar  line  from  its  Lambton  Station  to 
the  border  connection.  The  Edison  line  would 
be  2  0  miles  in  length;  the  Ontario  line 
would  be  0.8  mile.  Impact  will  include  the 
restriction  of  land  use  on  24.8  acres  of  right- 
of-way,  and  possible  disruption  of  shipping 
traffic  on  the  St.  Clair  during  construction 
and  maintenance  operations  (two  volumes). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41202.) 

General  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  18th  and  P 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D  C.  20405,  (202) 
343  4161. 

Draft 

Federal  Office  Building,  New  Haven,  Con¬ 
necticut,  July  24:  Proposed  Is  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  Post  Office-Federal  Building  in 


New  Haven  and  the  retention  and  renovation 
of  the  existing  UB.  Post  Office  and  Oourt- 
house.  Hie  two  project*  will  be  part  oC  a 
Government  center  complex  being  planned 
by  the  City  of  New  Haven.  TTiere  will  be  ad¬ 
verse  impact  from  construction  disruption 
(88  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41210.) 

Federal  Building  and  Courthouse,  Colum¬ 
bia,  Richland  County,  South  Carolina, 
July  24:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  a 
new  Federal  Building  and  UB.  Courthouse 
with  parking  and  vehicle  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties.  The  project  will  encompass  464,250 
square  feet,  and  will  Include  parking  for 
595  cars.  The  building  will  replace  four  gov¬ 
ernment  owned  buildings  and  19  leased  lo¬ 
cations.  There  will  be  adverse  impact  from 
construction  disruption  (82  pages).  (ELR 
Order  No.  41211.) 

Department  of  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Acting  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  o(f  Community  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Standards,  Room  7206,  451  7th  Street 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20410,  (202)  755-5980. 

Draft 

“The  Colony’’  Denton  County,  Texas,  July 
25:  The  statement  refers  to  the  review  and 
acceptance  of  an  application  for  approval  of 
a  housing  subdivision.  The  project  encom¬ 
passes  2698  acres  in  southeastern  Denton 
County.  A  total  of  8950  units,  including  6958 
single  famUy  detached  units,  will  be  con¬ 
structed.  Among  project  Impacts  will  be  the 
expansion  of  urban  land  development  into 
an  area  where  little  experienced  urban  plan¬ 
ning  has  been  practiced,  and  the.  creation  of 
pressures  on  the  Garza-Little  Elm  Recreation 
Reservoir,  an  under-developed  and  under 
planned  recreation  resource.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41215.) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240,  (202)  343-3891. 

bureau  of  reclamation 

Draft 

Eastern  New  Mexico  Water  Supply  Project, 
several  counties.  New  Mexico,  July  25:  Pro¬ 
posed  Is  the  construction  of  a  248-mile  aque¬ 
duct  system  to  deliver  a  supplemental  supply 
of  municipal  and  Industrial  water  from  the 
Ute  Reservoir  on  the  Canadian  River  to  nine 
eastern  New  Mexico  cities  in  Quay,  Curry, 
Roosevelt,  and  Lea  counties.  The  project 
would  require  the  modification  of  the  Ute 
Dam  and  Reservoir,  the  construction  of 
pumping  stations,  and  appurtenant  facilities. 
Impacts  will  include  the  Inundation  of  an 
additional  4,100  acres  of  land  at  the  Reser¬ 
voir,  and  the  commitment  of  1,500  acres  of 
land  to  right-of-way. 

Final 

Hayden-Ault  345  kv  transmission  line,  Col¬ 
orado  River,  several  counties,  Colorado  and 
Wyoming,  July  22:  The  proposed  project  en¬ 
tails  the  construction  of  160  miles  of  346-kv 
transmission  line  from  Hayden,  Colorado  to 
Ault,  Colorado  and  a  new  345  kv  substation 
near  Ault.  A  total  of  3,680  acres  of  land  will 
be  acquired  for  right-of-way.  Loss  of  vegeta¬ 
tion  and  wildlife  habitat  will  occur  (450 
pages).  Comments  made  by;  DOI,  AHP, 
USDA,  FPC,  EPA,  State  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41190.) 

bureau  of  land  management 

Final 

Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  36,  Louisiana,  July 
25;  Proposed  Is  the  sale  of  oil  and  gas  leases 
to  295  tracts  (totalling  1,421,739.13  acres)  of 
outer  continental  shelf  lands  off  Louisiana. 


Seventy-two  tracts  are  situated  in  water 
depths  of  2(X)  meters  or  more.  All  tracts  pose 
some  degree  ot  pollution  risk.  Each  tract 
offered  is  subject  to  a  matrix  analytical  tech¬ 
nique  in  order  to  evaluate  significant  envi¬ 
ronmental  Impacts  should  leasing  occur  and 
subsequent  oil  and  gas  exploration  ensue. 
’The  sale  is  tentatively  scheduled  for  late  fall, 
1974  (two  volumes).  Comments  made  by: 
DOI,  ABC,  DOT,  DOD,  DOC,  EPA,  State  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41212.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact;  Mr.  Martin  Convlsser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400  7th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20690,  (202) 
426-4357. 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

S.R.  143  (Hohokan  Freeway)  Maricopa 
County,  July  24:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
construction  of  a  multi-lane  roadway  within 
a  partial  or  limited  controlled  access  right  of 
way  for  a  length  of  2.48  miles  in  and  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  cities  of  Phoenix  and  Tempe  in 
Marlcc^a  County.  The  completed  facility  will 
be  S.R.  143  (Hohokan  Freeway).  The  align¬ 
ment  crosses  the  locations  of  the  Salt  River 
bed,  a  railroad,  and  a  major  canal.  Adverse 
impacts  include  the  acquisition  of  land,  dis¬ 
placement  of  families  and  businesses,  and 
slight  Increases  in  air  and  noise  pollution 
levels.  (ELR  Order  No.  41206.) 

Rte.  118,  Siml  Valley-San  Fernando  Valley 
Freeway,  Los  Angeles  County,  California, 
July  22:  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  of  5.1  miles  of  the  Slml 
Valley-San  Fernando  Valley  Freeway  between 
De  Soto  Avenue  and  Balboa  Boulevard  in  the 
City  and  County  of  Los  Angeles.  Adverse 
impacts  are  Increased  air  and  noise  pollu¬ 
tion,  di^lacement  of  203  residences  and  the 
use  of  9.3  acres  of  dedicated  parkland.  A 
4(f)  determination  is  necessary  concerning 
Rinaldi  Street,  Llmekin  Canyon,  and  Allso 
Canyon.  (ELR  Order  No.  41197.) 

U.S.  30.  Meridian,  Ada  County,  Idaho,  July 
22:  The  proposed  action  would  consist  of  two 
separate  projects  located  in  the  city  of  Me¬ 
ridian.  The  action  involves  the  upgrading  of 
an  existing  2-lane  facility  incorporating  curb 
and  gutters,  combination  sldewalk-blkelane, 
and  painted  medians.  Adverse  impacts  are 
displacement  of  some  wildlife  and  Impacts 
normally  associated  with  construction.  (53 
pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41195.) 

Overland  Road,  Boise,  Ada  County,  Idaho, 
July  22:  The  project  Involves  the  Improve¬ 
ment  of  Overland  Road  on  existing  location 
in  Boise,  Ada  County.  It  Is  to  consist  of  street 
widening  and  resurfacing  over  a  distance  of 
1.42  miles  between  the  Cole  Road-Overland 
Road-Interstate  SON  intersection  and  Or¬ 
chard  St.  Adverse  impacts  are  Increased  noise 
levels,  acquisition  of  2.6  acres  of  land,  and 
negative  impacts  normally  associated  with 
construction  (58  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41196.) 

US-54,  Pratt  and  Kingman  Counties,  Kan¬ 
sas,  July  26:  The  project  Involves  the  im¬ 
provement  of  46  miles  of  US-54  from  Culllson 
in  Pratt  County  to  a  point  northeast  of  King- 
man  in  Kingman  County.  The  project  in¬ 
cludes  grading,  surfacing,  bridge  construc¬ 
tion,  and  right-of-way  acquisition.  Adverse 
Impacts  are  loss  of  some  cropland,  severance 
of  some  properties,  and  increased  air,  noise, 
and  surface  water  pollution  due  to  construc¬ 
tion.  A  4(f)  determination  may  be  necessary 
on  the  Kingman  County  Game  Reserve  de¬ 
pending  on  what  alternative  Is  selected. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41224.) 

White  Castle-Plaquemlne  Highway,  Iber¬ 
ville  County,  Louisiana,  July  25:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  construction  of  the  Whlte- 
Castle-Plaquemine  Highway,  a  land  service 
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facility,  located  In  Iberville  Parish.  The  high¬ 
way  would  start  one  mile  northwest  of  White 
Castle  and  proceed  in  a  northwesterly  direc¬ 
tion  along  the  existing  LA  1  to  the  Junction 
of  LA  1  and  LA  982-3.  The  total  length  of  the 
project  is  6.7  miles.  Hie  project  will  displace 
5  families.  (ELB  Order  No.  41217.) 

State  Route  140,  Worcester  County,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  July  23:  Ihe  proposed  action  is 
located  In  the  city  of  Gardner  and  the  town 
of  Westminster,  Worcester  County.  It  In¬ 
volves  the  relocation  of  5  miles  of  Route 
140,  from  the  Route  2  Interchange  at  West 
Main  St.,  Westminster,  to  existing  Route  140 
In  North  Gardner.  There  will  be  negative 
environment  Impacts  normally  associated 
with  construction.  (ELR  Order  No.  41200.) 

Route  52,  Aubum-Oxford,  Worcester 
County,  Massachusetts,  July  25:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  construction  of  SR-52 
from  Oxford  north  to  the  existing  Inter¬ 
change  of  ns  20  and  1-290  In  Auburn. 
The  total  length  of  the  road  will  be  7  miles. 
Adverse  impacts  are  increased  noise  levels, 
and  the  displacement  of  12  families  (03 
pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41216.) 

U.S.  2,  Ray  to  Bethold,  Williams,  Moim- 
trail  and  Ward  Counties,  North  Dakota,  July 
24:  The  project  consists  of  constructing  a  2- 
lane  hard-surfaced  roadway  from  near  Ray 
to  near  Berthold.  Right-of-way  for  a  future 
4-lane  facility  will  be  acquired  at  this  time. 

A  new  bridge  will  be  ecHistructed  over  the 
White  Earth  River.  The  proposed  Improve¬ 
ment  is  approximately  70  miles  long.  Adverse 
impacts  are  the  loss  of  wildlife  habitat,  loss  of 
agricultural  land,  and  the  acquisition  of  from 
1,600  to  3,000  acres  depending  upon  which 
alternative  is  selected.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41206.) 

West  Portland  Park  and  Ride.  Multnomah 
Coimty,  Oregon.  July  24:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  proposed  West  Portland  Park 
and  Ride  project  for  the  city  of  Portland. 
The  purpose  of  the  proposal  Is  to  select  a 
terminal  site  and  route  for  an  express  bus 
system  operating  between  West  Portland  and 
the  Portland  central  business  district.  Ad- 
verse  Impacts  are  the  displacement  of  fami¬ 
lies  and  businesses,  possible  Increased  noise 
in  building  near  the  selected  site,  and  con¬ 
struction  disruptions.  (ELR  Order  No.  41207.) 

STH  67,  Waukesha  Coimty,  Wisconsin, 
July  22;  The  project  Involves  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  2.5-mlle  segment  of  Highway  67 
between  Delafleld  Road  and  the  City  of  Ocon- 
omowoc.  The  proposed  improvement  consists 
of  widening  the  existing  section  of  Highway 
67  from  a  single  roadway  facility  carrying 
two-way  trafiSc  to  a  dual-lane  divided  high¬ 
way.  Adverse  impacts  are  the  loss  of  some 
trees  and  Increased  noise  (104  pages).  (ELR 
Order  No.  41103.) 

Final 

US  45,  143  St.  to  179  St.,  Cook  County, 
Illinois,  July  26:  Proposed  is  the  reconstruc¬ 
tion  of  4.5  miles  of  US  45,  between  143  St. 
and  179  St.  in  order  to  provide  four  12'  traffic 
lanes  and  a  16'  median.  A  small  amount  of 
additional  land  will  be  acquired  for  right-of- 
way  ptirposes.  Comments  made  by:  HUD, 
EPA,  USDA,  DOC,  OEO,  DOL,  and  State  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41225.) 

SR-619  (State  Street),  Summit  County, 
Ohio,  July  23:  The  project  Involves  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  grade  separation  over  the  rail¬ 
road  tracks  of  the  Akron-Barberton  Belt  Line, 
Erie  Lackawanna,  Penn  Central  and  Balti¬ 
more  Railroads.  Starting  in  the  vicinity  of 
Highland  Avenue  intersection  with  State 
Street  and  continuing  northwest  along  State 
St.  for  a  length  of  .56  miles.  'The  project  will 
cause  the  displacement  of  17  families  and  3 
businesses  (28  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
DOI,  EPA,  HUD,  HEW,  and  State  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41201.) 


irn.  COAST  GUAXO 

Draft 

New  Orleans  Vessel  TVaffic  System,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  July  22:  PropoeeA  Is  the  establishment 
of  a  Vessel  Traffic  System  which  will  cover 
Uie  Mississippi  River  from  Mile  243  AHP  to 
15  statute  miles  south  of  the  entrance  buoys 
to  the  South  and  Southwest  Passes,  Includmg 
the  Mississippi  River  Gulf  Outlet.  The  sys¬ 
tem  will  consist  of  a  combination  of  vessel 
traffic  levels  which  will  mclude  VBF-ni  com¬ 
munications,  radar  surveillance,  and  a  ves¬ 
sel  movement  reporting  system,  in  part  or 
total.  The  project  Is  Intended  to  reduce  the 
number  of  vessel  accidents  caused  by  colli¬ 
sions,  rammlngs,  and  groundings.  There  will 
be  some  adverse  impact  from  construction 
of  system  elements  (12  pages).  (ELR  Order 
No.  41192.) 

Gary  L.  Widman, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.74-17668  FUed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-32000/92  (FRL  244-7) ) 

NOTICE  OF  RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ- 
menval  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1) 
(D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIPRA),  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application 
for  registration,  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  the  infor¬ 
mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-37,  East 
Tower,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 20460. 

On  or  before  October  1,  1974,  any  per¬ 
son  who  (a)  Is  or  has  been  an  applicant, 
(b)  believes  that  data  he  developed  and 
submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  appli¬ 
cation  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation 
under  section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such  use 
of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve 
his  right  to  have  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  reasonable  compen¬ 
sation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for  such 
use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  and  the  applicant  named  in  the 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  his 
claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Eveir  such  claimant  must  Include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  information  listed  in  the 
Interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applicants  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  Interim  policy  win  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  imtil  the  60  day 


period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
2(c)  Implication  will  be  processed  ac¬ 
cording  to  normal  procedure.  However,  if 
claims  are  received  within  the  60  day 
period,  the  applicants  against  whom  the 
claims  are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the 
alternatives  available  under  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  alter 
October  1,  1974. 

Applications  Received 

EPA  File  Symbol  1022-UIT.  Chapman  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  PO  Box  9158,  416  E.  Brooks  Rd., 
Memphis  TN  38109.  AMBRITE  'TC  INSEC- 
•nCIDAL  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Benzene  Hexachlorlde,  gamma 
isomer  9.35%;  Copper-8-qulnolliK>late 
337%;  Xylene  35.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  S3ntnbol  11619-E.  Chemical  Testing 
Corp.,  32-10  87th  Ave.,  Long  Island  City 
NY  11101.  KEMIClDE-169  SUME  CON- 
'TROL.  Active  Ingredients;  Disodium 
cyanodithloimldocarbonate  3.18%;  Ethyl- 
enedlamlne  1.20%;  Potassium  N-methyldi- 
thlocarbamate  4.37%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  239-EUET.  Chevron  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Richmond  CA 
94804.  ORTHENE  TREE  &  ORNAMENTAL 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Acephate  (O, 
S-Dimethyl  acetylphosphoramidothloate) 
75%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  115-EO.  Continental  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  2750  Grand  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH 
44104.  ALGEX  NO.  817.  Active  Ingredient::: 
Disodlum  cyanodithloimldocarbonate 

6.35%;  Ethyleuedlamiue  2.40%;  Potassium 
N-methyldlthiocarbamate  8.75%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(h)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  115-EI.  Continental  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.  ALGEX  NO.  816.  Active  Ingredients; 
Disodlum  cyanodithioimidocarbonate 

433%:  Ethyleuediamlne  1.60%;  Potassium 
N-methyldlthlocarbamate  5.83%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  115-ET.  Continental  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  ALGEX  No.  816.  Active  Ingredients  : 
Disodlum  cyanodithlomidocarbonate 
3.18%;  Ethyleuediamlne  1.20%;  Potassium 
N-methyldlthiocarbamate  4.37%.  Method 
of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  34077-A.  Excelsior  Varnish 
Inc.,  1219  W.  74th  St.,  Cleveland  OH  44102. 
ALOAECIDE  A-162.  Active  Ingredients;  Di¬ 
sodlum  cyanodithloimldocarbonate  6.85%; 
Bthylenedlamlne  2.40%;  Potassium  N- 
methyldithlocarbamate  8.76%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Sjrmbol  34077-L.  Excelsior  Varnish, 
Inc.  ALOAECIDE  A-161.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Disodlum  cyanodithlomidocarbonate 
4.23%;  Ethylenediamlne  1.60%;  Potassium 
N-methyldlthiocarbamate  6.83%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(h)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  34077-n.  ExcelsicMr  Varnish 
Inc.  ALOAECIDE  A-160.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Disodlum  cyanodltblolmldocarboiDate 
3.18%;  Ethylenediamlne  130%;  Potassliun 
N-methyldlthiocarbamate  437%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
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EPA  File  Symbol  12130-OU.  Farm  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  456,  Aberdeen  NC  28315. 
4-3-1  TOX-ETHYL  METHYL.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Toxaphene  38.92%:  Parathlon 
(0,0-dlethyl  O-p-nltoophenyl  pho^hwo- 
thloate)  19.46%:  0,0-dlmethyl  O-p-nltro- 
phenyl  thlophosphate  9.73%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  i)ollcy. 

EPA  Beg.  No.  279-1518.  FMC  C<mt).,  100  Niag¬ 
ara  St.,  Agrlcultiural  Chemical  Division, 
Mlddleport  NY  14105.  ETHION  25  WP  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Ethlon 
(0,0,0',0'-Tetraethyl  S, S' -methylene  bls- 
phosphorodlthloate)  25.0%.  Method  of 
Suppwt:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8764-GQ.  FMC  Corp.,  Citrus 
Machinery  Dlv.,  PO  Box  552,  Riverside  CA 
92502.  BIN  TREATINQ  OIL  INSECTICIDE- 
FUNOICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Petro¬ 
leum  oils  99.00%:  O-Phenylphencd  0.25%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  p^lcy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8764-GU.  FMC  Corp.  HYPO- 
CLOR  BUFFER  913  FUNGICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Borax  87.6%  (Sodium  borate 
decahydrate) .  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8764-GE.  PMC  Corp.,  Citrus 
Machinery  Dlv.  STA-FRESH  407  FUNGI¬ 
CIDAL  FRUIT  COATING.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  2-(4-Thlazolyl)  benzimidazole  0.06% 
(’ITilabendazole) .  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  Beg.  No.  279-1529.  FMC  Corp.,  100  Niag¬ 
ara  St.,  Mlddleport  NY  14105.  DIBROM  8 
MISCIBLE  NALED  INSECTICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Naled  58%:  Xylene  20%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  904-200.  B.  G.  Pratt  Division, 
Gabriel  Chemicals  Ltd.,  204  21st  Ave.,  Pat¬ 
erson  NJ  07509.  DURSBAN  G-232  GRANU¬ 
LAR  LAWN  INSECT  CONTROL.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  ChlOTpyrlfos  [0,0-Dlethyl  0-(3, 
6,6-ti-lchloro-2-pyrldyl)  phosphorothloate] 
2.32%;  Aromatic  Petroleum  Derivative  Sol¬ 
vent  1.26%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
EPA  File  Symbol  3429 1-R.  William  Hinder- 
long,  PO  Box  115,  Battle  Ground  WA  98604. 
VAPO-SWAT.  Active  Ingredients:  Gamma 
Isomer  of  Benzene  Hexachlorlde  (from  LIN¬ 
DANE)  100%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2413-0.  M  &  M  Chemical 
Sales  Corp.,  1073  Hancock  St.,  Quincy,  MA 
02169.  PENTA-5  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pentachlorophenol 
4.40%:  Other  chlorophenols  0.60%:  Petro¬ 
leum  solvents  81.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  2224-UI.  MobU  Chemical 
Co.,  Industrial  Chemicals  Division,  PO  Box 
26683,  Richmond  VA  23261.  MOCAP  PLUS 
NEMATICIDE-INSECTICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  O-Ethyl  S.  S-Dlpropyl  Phospho- 
rodithloate  10%:  O,  O-Diethyl  S-(2-(ethyl- 
thio) ethyl)  Pbosphorodlthloate  6%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2  (c)  of  Interim  p^lcy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2224-44.  Mobile  Chemical  Co., 
PO  Box  26683,  Richmond  VA  23261.  MOCAP 
NEMATICIDE-INSECTICIDE  EMULSIFIA- 
BLE  CONCENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients: 
O-Ethyl  S3-Dipropyl  Phosphorodithloate 
69.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 


EPA  Pile  Symbol  4389-TU.  Pacific  Chemical, 
Division  Pace  National  Corp..  500  7th  Ave., 
South,  Kirkland  WA  98033.  CHBMPROCIDE 
GERMICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-alkyl 
(C13  40%,  C14  50%,  C16  10%)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  10%:  Trl- 
sodium  phosphate  1%:  Tetrasodium  ethyl- 
enediamlnetetraacetate  1%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-2132.  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co.,  1200  S.  47th  St..  Richmond  CA  94804. 
SUTAN  +  6-E/BLADEX  80- WP  COMBINA¬ 
TION.  Active  Ingredients:  S-Ethyl  Dllso- 
butylthiocarbamate  77X%.  Method  (rf  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  at 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  11668-E.  Turpentine  tc 
Rosin  Factors  of  Texas,  Inc.,  PO  Box  135, 
El  Paso  TX  79941.  PENTA  WATER  RE¬ 
PELLENT  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pentachlorophenol  4.47%: 
Othw  Chlorophenols  &  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  0.52%:  Mineral  Spirits  81.06%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  168-UOO.  Wasatch  Chem¬ 
ical  Division,  Entrada  Industries,  Inc.,  PO 
Box  6219,  Salt  Lake  City  UT  84106.  WASCO 
GRAIN  FUMIGANT.  Active  Ingredients: 
Carbon  tetrachloride  83.3%:  Carbon  disul¬ 
phide  16.7%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  9782-EE.  Woodbiiry  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  of  Homestead,  PO  Box  4319,  Prince¬ 
ton  FL  33030.  DURSBAN  1%  GRANULAR 
INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Chlor- 
pyrlfoa  [O,  O-diethyl  0-(3,5,6-trichloro-2- 
pyrldyl)  phosphorothloate]  1.0%  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  tmder 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

Dated:  July  25,  1974. 

Martin  H.  Rogoff, 
Acting  Director. 
Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.74-17512  Piled  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


LMFBR  PROGRAM  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  STATEMENT 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document  re¬ 
lating  to  the  draft  environmental  Impact 
statement  on  the  Lliiuld  Metal  Fast 
Breeder  Reactor  Program,  filed  Jointly 
by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  see 
FR  Doc.  74-17817,  supra. 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[H.C.  No.  177] 

WESTERN  AND  SOUTHERN  LIFE 
INSURANCE  CO. 

Receipt  of  AppHcation  for  Permission  To 
Acquire  Control  of  Tannery  Savings  and 
Loan  Company 

July  30, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  has  received  an  application 
from  Western  and  Southern  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  a  uni¬ 
tary  saving  and  loan  holding  company, 
for  approval  of  acquisition  of  contrid  of 
the  Tannery  Savings  and  Loan  Company, 


Cincinnati,  Ohio,  an  insured  institution, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  408(e)  of 
the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended 
(12  UB.C.  1730a(e) ),  and  S  584.4  of  the 
Regulations  for  Savings  and  Loan  Hold¬ 
ing  Companies,  said  acquisition  to  be 
effected  by  offering  to  each  holder  of  an 
outstanding  running  stock  account  and 
investment  share  account  in  Tannery 
Savings  and  Loan  Company  an  account 
in  Eagle  Savings  Association,  an  hisured 
subsidiary  of  Western  and  Southern  Life 
Insurance  Company.  As  a  result  of  said 
transaction  the  Tannery  Savings  and 
Loan  Company  wiU  be  merged  into  Eagle 
Savings  Association.  Comments  on  the 
proposed  acquisition  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Director,  Holding  Companies  Sec¬ 
tion,  Office  of  Examinations  and  Super¬ 
vision,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 
Washington.  D.C.  20552,  on  or  before 
September  3,  1974. 

[SEAL]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr.. 

Assistant  Secretary, 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-17704  Filed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  E-86241 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Order  Permitting  Intervention 

July  29.  1974. 

On  March  20,  1974,  Citizens  Utilities 
Company  (CUC)  filed  a  timely  petition 
to  intervene  in  the  above-docketed  pro¬ 
ceeding.  We  believe  that  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  CUC  in  this  proceeding  may  be  in 
the  public  interest  tuid  we  shall  accord¬ 
ingly  grant  such  petition  to  intervene. 
The  Commission  finds: 

The  participation  of  Citizens  Utilities 
Company  in  this  proceeding  may  be  in 
the  public  Interest. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Citizens  Utilities  Company  is 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  ttie  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  participation  of 
such  intervenor  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  rights  and  interests  specif¬ 
ically  set  forth  in  its  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  and  Provided,  further.  That  the  ad¬ 
mission  of  such  intervenor  shall  not  be 
construed  as  recognition  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  it  may  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  orders  Issued  by  the  Commisslcm  in 
this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-17627  Filed  8-l-74;8;46  am] 
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[Docket  No.  CP73-1491 

CENTRAL  FLORIDA  GAS  CORP. 

Extension  of  Time 

July  26. 1974. 

On  June  27,  1974,  Central  Florida  Gas 
Corporation  filed  a  motion  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  within  which  applicant  shall 
comply  with  paragraph  (F)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  issued  July  25,  1973. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  January  25,  1975,  within 

which  applicant  studl  comply  with  order 
issued  July  25,  1973. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17629  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ro-1736] 

CHARLES  E.  BRACKETT 
Supplemental  Application 

July  26.  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  22,  1974, 
Charles  E.  Brackett  (Applicant)  filed  a 
supplemental  applicaticm  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  Pursuant  to 
section  305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
Applicant  seeks  authority  to  hold  the 
following  position: 

Director,  Southern  Electric  Generating  Com¬ 
pany,  Public  Utmty. 

Southern  Electric  Generating  Com¬ 
pany  is  engaged  in  the  generation  and 
transmission  of  electric  energy  within 
the  State  of  Alabama  and  the  sale  of 
such  energy  under  a  long-term  contract 
to  Alabama  Power  Company  and  Georgia 
Power  Company,  each  of  which  owns  50 
percent  of  its  common  stock. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before 
August  23,  1974  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  CVimmission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or  protests 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
conadered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Perscms  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public  inspec- 
ti(m. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17630  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RI75-4] 

COLORADO  OIL  &  GAS  CORP. 
Petition  for  Special  Relief 

July  23, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  2, 1974,  Colo¬ 
rado  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation,  Five 


Greenway  Plaza  East,  Houston,  Texas 
77046,  filed  a  petition  lor  special  relief 
in  D(x:ket  No.  RI75-4,  pursuant  to  !  2.76 
of  the  Commission’s  general  policy  and 
interpretations.  Petitioner  seeks  a  rate 
of  34.575  cents  per  Mcf  and  requests  re¬ 
lief  from  the  area  rate  prescribed  in 
Opinion  No.  598  for  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  to  Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
for  the  Biloxi  Marsh  Land  No.  1  Well 
and  any  other  well  completed  after  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1972,  in  the  Chandeleur  Sound 
Block  73  Area.  St.  Bernard  Parish. 
Louisiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  refer^ce  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  August  9, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  partici¬ 
pate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein, 
must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17628  FUed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP73-132,  230,  135,  148;  CP74- 
227,  122, 137] 

DISTRIGAS  CORP.,  ET  AL 
Further  Extension  of  Tune 

July  26, 1974. 

On  July  18,  1974,  Dlstrlgas  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Distrlgas  of  Massachusetts  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Dlstrlgas  of  New  York  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  Dlstrlgas  Pipeline  Corporation 
(applicants)  filed  a  motion  for  a  further 
extension  of  time  to  file  a  portion  of  ap¬ 
plicants’  direct  case. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  further  extended 
to  and  including  August  21,  1974,  within 
which  applicants  shall  file  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  case-in-chlef. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17631  Filed  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-7795,  E-7989] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Granting  Rehearing,  Amending  Prior 
Order  and  Denying  Request  To  Defer 
Payment  of  Refunds 

July  26, 1974. 

On  June  4. 1974,  the  Commission  Issued 
an  Order  in  Compliance  With  Court 
Mandate^  which  dismissed  all  proceed- 


^See:  Borough  of  Lansdale,  Pennsylvania 
▼.  F.P.C..  D.C.  Clr.,  Nos.  73-1301  and  73-1649, 
decided  March  16, 1974. 


ings  in  Docket  Nos.  E7795  and  E7989: 
ordered  the  filing  of  the  November  12, 
1971,  fixed-rate,  fixed-term  contract  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia  and  Lansdale  and 
initiated  an  investigation  under  section 
206  of  tha  Federal  Power  Act  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  to  be 
charged  under  the  contract  in  light  of 
the  test  enunciated  by  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  Sierra  case.*  ’This  order  was  issued 
to  comply  with  the  decision  of  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  which  held  that  the  No¬ 
vember  12,  1971,  contract  embodied  the 
lawful  rate  for  service  between  Phila¬ 
delphia  Electric  Company  (Philadel¬ 
phia)  and  the  Borough  of  Lansdale, 
Pennsylvania  (Lansdale)  and  that  since 
the  contract  was  for  a  fixed-rate  and  a 
fixed-term,  it  prohibited  unilateral  rate 
Increase  filings  by  Philadelphia  by  sec¬ 
tion  205  of  the  F^eral  Power  Act. 

On  June  28.  1974,  Lansdale  filed  a 
petition  requesting  that  the  June  4  order 
be  clarified  or  amended  to  provide  that 
Philadelphia  make  refimds  with  appro¬ 
priate  Interest  of  all  amounts  collected 
as  a  result  of  tire  filings  made  effective 
subject  to  refund  in  Docket  Nos.  E-7795 
and  E-7989  to  the  extent  those  rates  are 
in  excess  of  the  rates  prescribed  in  the 
November  12,  1971,  contract. 

On  July  17, 1974,  Philadelphia  filed  an 
answer  to  Lansdale’s  pleading  request¬ 
ing  that  the  making  of  refimds  be  de¬ 
ferred  pending  the  outcome  of  a  state 
court  proceeding*  wherein  Philadelphia 
is  seeking,  through  the  introduction  of 
parol  evidence,  reformation  of  the  No¬ 
vember  12,  1971,  contract  to  provide  for 
imilateral  rate  increases  by  Philadelphia 
under  section  205  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act. 

We  agree  with  Lansdale  that  our 
June  4, 1974,  order  should  be  amended  to 
provide  for  refunds  plus  appropriate  in¬ 
terest  of  amounts  collected  in  excess  of 
the  rates  prescribed  In  the  November  12. 
1971,  contract  and  we  shall  so  provide 
in  this  order. 

We  reject,  however,  Philadelphia’s 
contention  that  we  should  defer  the 
granting  of  such  refunds  pending  the 
outcome  of  its  proceedings  in  the  state 
court.  In  this  regard,  the  Commission 
emphasizes  that  the  D.C.  Circuit  specifi¬ 
cally  found  that  Philadelphia’s  contract 
with  Lansdale  of  November  12,  1971,  did, 
in  fact,  provide  for  a  fixed-rate  for  a 
fixed-term.  Our  order  of  June  4,  1974, 
merely  effectuated  this  mandate  of  the 
Court  by  dismissing  the  prior  proceed¬ 
ings  and  ordering  the  filing  of  the  No¬ 
vember  12,  1971  contract.  Philadelphia’s 
initiation  of  state  court  proceedings 
challenging  the  status  of  that  contract 
can,  thus,  not  relieve  this  Commission  of 
Its  responsibility  to  comply  with  the 
mandate  of  the  Court  of  Appeals. 


•P.P.C.  V.  sierra  Pacific  Power  Company, 
350  UB.  358  (1956). 

*  Philadelphia  Electric  Company  v.  Borough 
of  Lansdale.  Case  No.  74-9550,  Court  of  Com¬ 
mon  Pleas,  County  of  Montgomery,  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Pennsylvania. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  150 — FRIDAY,  AUGUST  2,  1974 


27942 


NOTICES 


The  Commission  finds; 

(1)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Lans- 
dale's  application  for  rehearing  and 
amend  our  June  4, 1974,  order  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(2)  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to  grant 
Philadelphia’s  request  to  defer  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  refimds  pending  the  outcome  of 
the  state  court  proceeding  initiated  by 
Philadelphia. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A>  Lansdale’s  application  for  rehear¬ 
ing  filed  on  June  28, 1974,  is  granted  and 
our  June  4,  1974,  order  is  amended  to 
provide  that,  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  issuance  of  this  order,  Philadelphia 
shall  refund  with  interest  at  7  percent 
per  annum,  all  amounts  collected,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund,  in  Docket  Nos.  E-7795  and 
E-7989  in  excess  of  the  rates  prescribed 
in  the  November  12,  1971,  contract  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia  and  Lansdale. 

(B)  Philadelphia’s  request  to  defer  the 
payment  of  reftmds  filed  on  July  17, 1974, 
is  denied. 

(C)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  cause  prompt  publication  of  this 
order  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74r-17632  Filed  8-l-74;8:45  ami 

(Docket  Nos.  E-8176,  E-85701 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Denying  Petition  for  Reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  Order  Denying  Motion  for  Con¬ 
solidation 

July  26, 1974. 

On  June  10,  1974,  we  issued  an  order 
denying  the  motion  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Edison  Company  (“Edison”)  to 
consolidate  the  proceedings  in  the  above 
dockets  for  hearing  and  decision  and  to 
use  1973  actual  operating  data  rather 
than  adjusted  1972  test  year  data  in  the 
cases  in  Docket  No.  E-8176  on  the  basis 
primary  objectives  were  fairness  to  the 
parties  and  staff  who  have  prepared  their 
cases  in  Docket  No.  E-8176  on  the  baiss 
of  1972  test  year  data  and  avoidance  of 
delaying  hearings  in  Docket  No.  E-8176, 
then  scheduled  for  June  1974,  by  consoli¬ 
dation  with  the  hearings  in  Docket  No, 
E-8170,  set  at  that  time  to  commence  cn 
September  10, 1974. 

On  July  8,  1974,  Edison  filed  a  petition 
for  reconsideration  of  our  Jime  10  order. 
In  support  thereof,  Edison  reiterates  its 
earlier  argiunents  concerning  the  prefer¬ 
ability  of  using  1973  actual  operating 
data  for  both  proceedings.  Edison  further 
states  that  requests  by  staff  and  inter¬ 
veners  for  time  extensions  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  E-8570  suggests 
diflBculty  on  their  part  in  preparing  for 
hearings  in  Docket  No.  E^570.  Edison 
infers,  therefore,  that  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  E-8570  may  lay  such  a  claim 
on  the  time  of  the  staff  and  interveners 
that  future  extensions  of  hearing  and 
briefing  dates  will  be  required  in  Docket 
No.  E-8176. 

We  note,  however,  that  hearings  in 
Docket  No.  E-8176  have  commenced  on 


July  23,  1974.  We  do  not  believe  that  the 
public  interest  would  be  best  served  by 
consolidation  requiring  adjournment  of 
the  hearings  until  November  19, 1974,  the 
presently  scheduled  date  for  commence¬ 
ment  of  hearings  in  Docket  No,  E-8570. 

We  also  find  that  Edison  has  not  pre¬ 
sented  persuasive  reasons  for  now  requir¬ 
ing  1973  actual  operating  data  to  be  used 
in  the  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  E-8570 
rather  than  appropriately  adjusted  data 
for  the  test  year  originally  picked  by  Edi¬ 
son  and  relied  on  by  staff  and  the  inter¬ 
veners  in  their  preparation. 

The  Commission  finds  and  orders; 

(1)  Upon  reconsideration,  good  cause 
has  not  been  shown  for  modifying  the 
order  issued  on  June  10,  1974,  denying 
Edison’s  motion  to  consolidate. 

(2)  The  Commission  Secretary  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17633  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP74-891 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Granting  Late  Petitions  To  intervene 
July  29,  1974. 

On  June  28,  1974,  we  issued  an  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  Proposed  Tariff 
Sheets,  Suspending  and  Ordering  Re¬ 
vision  of  those  Tariff  Sheets,  Granting 
Interventions,  Establishing  Hearing 
Procedures,  and  Denying  Waiver  in  this 
above-captioned  docket.  On  June  12, 
1974,  Michigan  Consolidated  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  petitioned  for  late  intervention. 
On  June  13,  1974,  East  Ohio  Gas  C(xn- 
pany  also  petitioned  to  Intervene. 
On  July  5,  1974,  and  July  10,  1974,  Il¬ 
linois  Power  Company  and  Central  Il¬ 
linois  Public  Service  Company  filed  un¬ 
timely  petitions  to  intervene  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  All  petitioners  allege  that  their 
interests  may  be  affected  by  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  We  shall  permit  these  peti¬ 
tioners  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  finds; 

Good  cause  exists  to  grant  the  above- 
mentioned  petitioners  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  the  participation  of 
such  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  the  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  respective 
petitions  to  intervene;  and  Provided, 
further,  that  the  admi^ion  of  such  in¬ 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  that  they  or  any  of  them  might 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or 
orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in  this 
proceeding, 

(B)  The  late  interventions  granted 
herein  shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying 
or  deferring  the  procedural  schedule 
heretofore  established  for  the  orderly 


and  expeditious  disposition  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17635  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-76711 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 
Extension  of  Time 

July  26,  1974. 

On  July  9,  1974,  Blandin  Paper  Com¬ 
pany,  Northwest  Paper  Company  and 
Minnesota  Power  and  Light  Company 
filed  a  joint  request  for  an  extension  of 
time  to  respond  to  the  Bureau  of  Power’s 
annex  dated  April,  1974  to  the  March, 
1973  Supplemental  Report  on  the  In¬ 
vestigation  of  headwater  benefits  in  the 
Upper  Mississippi  River  Basin  1925 
through  1965  which  was  transmitted  by 
letter  dated  June  4,  1974.  Requests  were 
also  received  from  St.  Regis  Paper  Com¬ 
pany  on  July  12,  1974,  Northern  States 
Power  Company  on  July  22,  1974,  and 
Ford  Motor  Company  on  July  26,  1974. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  October  28,  1974,  within  which 
responses  may  be  filed  to  the  above  annex 
dated  April,  1974. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  .74-17636  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 
[Docket  RP73-94] 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  PGA  Rate  Increase 

July  26,  1974. 

On  June  12,  1974,  Valley  Gas  ’Trans¬ 
mission,  Inc.  (Valley  Gas)  filed  a  pro¬ 
posed  PGA  rate  increase  for  sales  to  two 
pipehne  customers  imder  Rate  Sched¬ 
ules  1  and  2  and  a  proposed  PGA  reduc¬ 
tion  to  Iroquois  Gas  Corporation  (Iro¬ 
quois)  under  Rate  Schedules  5  and  8.^ 
The  rate  increases  to  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipe  Line  (Tennessee)  and  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company  (United)  result  pri¬ 
marily  from  increased  surcharges  to  re¬ 
coup  increased  balances  in  the  deferred 
purchase  gas  account.  The  rate  reduction 
to  Iroquois  is  based  on  a  reduction  in  the 
average  cost  of  gas  resulting  basically 
from  the  elimination  of  high  priced  pur¬ 
chases  of  emergency  gas.  Valley  Gas  re¬ 
quested  a  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
notice  requirements  to  permit  an  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  July  1,  1974.  Valley’s  filing 
of  June  12, 1974,  was  noticed  on  July  15, 
1974,  with  comments,  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
July  25,  1974.  On  June  26,  1974,  Iroquois 
protested  the  filing  and  requested  a  one- 
day  suspension  because,  Iroquois  alleges 

1  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  2A  to  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 
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that  the  revised  rates  reflect  the  transfer 
of  a  portion  of  a  segregated  gas  supply 
from  one  customer  to  another. 

Our  review  of  the  Jime  12. 1974,  filing 
and  the  proposed  rates  Included  therein 
indicate  that  the  proposed  rates  have 
not  been  shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory  or  preferential  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  We  shall  according¬ 
ly  accept  for  filing  Valley  Gas’  proposed 
tariff  sheets  for  filing,  suspend  for  one 
da  yand  permit  the  rates  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  thereafter  subject  to  refimd. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
small  producer  purchases,  we  note  that 
the  Supreme  Court  in  Federal  Power 
Commission  v.  Texaco,  Inc.,  et  al.*  re¬ 
cently  remanded  the  question  of  the 
standards  the  Commission  must  use  in 
determining  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  prices  for  small  producer 
purchases  pursuant  to  Commission  Or¬ 
der  No.  428.  We  believe,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  premature  to  order  a  hear¬ 
ing  with  regard  to  the  proposed  PGA 
Increase  at  this  time.  We  shall  permit 
these  rates  to  be  charged  to  refrmd 
as  of  July  2, 1974,  pending  further  order 
In  this  docket. 

The  Commission  finds: 

It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Valley  Gas’  proposed  PGA  rate  Increase 
filing  of  June  12, 1974,  should  be  accepted 
for  filing,  suspended  for  one  day  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  subject  to 
refimd  pending  finder  Commission  or¬ 
der  In  this  docket. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Valley  Gas’  June  12,  1974,  PGA 
rate  Increase  filing  is  hereby  accepted 
for  filing,  suspended  and  permitted  to 
become  effective  on  July  2,  1974,  subject 
to  refimd  pending  further  Commission 
order  in  this  docket. 

(B)  In  accordance  with  §  154.51  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  is  hereby  granted. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-17e37  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  July  30,  1974  (44  UJ3.C. 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  Is  to  inform  the 
public. 


•Docket  Nos.  72-1490  and  72-1491,  Opinion 
Issued  June  10,  1974. 


The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which  the 
information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing  di¬ 
vision  within  OMB,  and  an  indication  of 
who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529). 

New  Forms 

ACTION 

Program  Box  Local  Service: 

Form  A-525,  Annual,  Sheftel,  PLS  Volun¬ 
teers  and  Sponsors. 

dkpaetment  of  the  interior 

National  Park  Service: 

Public  Input  to  Nature  Interpretation  at 

Tosemlte  National  Part:,  Form  - , 

Single  time,  Cairwood,  Park  visitors  ait- 
tendlng  interpretive  programs. 

Public  input  to  Backcountry  Management 
in  Toeamite  National  Park:  Trails  and 

Camps,  Form - ,  Single  time,  Caywood, 

Backcountry  visitors. 

department  of  health,  education, 

AND  WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration: 

Computation  ot  Inpatient  Routine  Service 
Cost,  Form  SAA  2781,  Annual,  Caywood, 
Hospitals  and  skilled  nursing  facilities. 

department  of  transportation 
Departmental ; 

Industrial  Shippers  Survey — Corporate 

Level,  Form  - ,  Single  time,  Strasser, 

200  l8urge®t  industrial  firms  In  Portime 
500  plus  control  group. 

Revisions 

department  of  commerce 

Bureau  of  the  Census ; 

Schocfi  Enrollment  Supplement — October 
1974  CPS,  Form  CPS-1,  Annual,  Plan- 
chon,  50,000  households  in  CPS  sample. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

U.S.  Customs  Service: 

Warehouse  or  Rewarehouse  Entry,  Form 
7502,  Occasional.  Hulett,  Importers  and 
brcdiers. 

Warehouse  Wlthdrawal-Conditionally  Free 
of  Duty,  and  Permit,  Form  7506,  Occa¬ 
sional,  Hulett,  Brokers. 

Consumption  Entry.  Form  7501,  Occa¬ 
sional,  Hulett,  Importers  and  brokers. 
Combined  Rewarehouse  Entry  and  With¬ 
drawal  for  Consumption  and  Permit, 
Form  7519,  Occasional,  Hulett,  Brokers. 
Entry  for  Bonded  Manufacturing  Ware¬ 
house,  and  Permit,  Form  7621,  Occa¬ 
sional,  Hulett,  Importers  and  brokers. 
Duty  Paid  Warehouse  Withdrawal  for  Con¬ 
sumption,  Form  7506,  Occasional,  Hulett, 
Persons  making  warehouse  withdrawals, 
eg.  brokers. 

Transportation  Entry  and  Manifest  of 
Goods  Subject  to  Custmns  Inspection 
and  Permit,  Form  7512,  Occasional, 
Hulett,  Brokers. 


Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  at  Mines:  Crude  Perlite,  Form 
6-1298-^,  Annual,  Weiner,  Producers  of 
crude  perlite. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  Standards  Administration: 
Contractor's  Report  of  Construction  Wage 
Rates,  Form  WD-12,  WD-13,  Occasional, 
Evlnger  (x) . 

Phillip  D.  Larsrn, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.74-17766  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am) 

PANAMA  CANAL  COMPANY 

ACCOUNTING  POUCY 
Corporate  Accounting  Policy;  Correction 

In  numbered  paragraph  9  of  the  state¬ 
ment  of  corporate  accounting  policy  for 
the  Panama  Canal  Company  that  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  23, 1973,  at  38  FR  32293,  the  final 
sentence  (which  begins:  “The  original 
cost  •  •  *.’’)  Is  deleted.  ’This  sentence 
was  included  in  the  original  notice  due 
to  an  administrative  oversight. 

By  direction  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
Panama  Canal  Company. 

Dated:  July  26, 1974. 

Thomas  M.  Constant, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-17638  FUed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  500-1] 

BBI,  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26,  1974. 

The  common  stock  of  BBI,  Inc.,  being 
traded  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
and  the  Phlladelphla-Baltimore- Wash¬ 
ington  Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  and  all  other  securities  of  BBI, 
Inc.,  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange:  and 
It  fqjpearing  to  the  Securities  and  ESc- 
change  Commission  that  the  siunmary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such 
securities  on  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  July  28,  1974  through  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17688  FUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 
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(Pile  No.  600-11 

CANADIAN  JAVELIN,  LTD. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26, 1974. 

The  common  stock  of  Canadian  Jave¬ 
lin.  Ltd.  being  traded  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Canadian 
Javelin,  Ltd.  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  smnmary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such  se¬ 
curities  on  the  alx)ve  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for 
the  period  from  July  27,  1974  through 
August  5,  1974, 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-17686  PUed  8-1-74:8:46  am) 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

INTERNATIONAL  CHEMICAL  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT  CORPORATION,  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  International  Chemical  Devel¬ 
opment  Corp.,  Inc.  being  traded  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  required  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  investors: 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  11:00 
a.m.  (e.d.t.)  July  26,  1974  through  mid¬ 
night  (e.d.t.)  August  4,  1974. 

By  the  Commission, 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  74-17692  Filed  8-1-74;  8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

INTERNATIONAL  SCANNING  DEVICES, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  International  Scanning  Devices, 
Inc.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 


in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
11:00  a.m.  (e.d.t.)  July  26,  1974  through 
midnight  (e.d.t.)  August  4,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17693  PUed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 


[PUe  No.  500-1] 

NICOA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Nlcoa  Corporation  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
July  28,  1974  through  August  6,  1974, 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17689  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


[PUe  No.  500-1] 

ROYAL  PROPERTIES  INCORPORATED 
Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Royal  Properties  Incorporated 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  July  27, 
1974  through  August  5, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc .74- 17694  PUed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

STRATTON  GROUP,  LTD. 

Notice  Amending  Notice  of  Suspension  of 
Trading 

July  25, 1974. 

The  Commission  having  determined  to 
amend  its  notice  of  July  23,  1974  sum¬ 
marily  suspending  trading  in  the  securi¬ 


ties  of  Stratton  Group,  Ltd.  for  the  period 
July  24,  1974  through  August  2,  1974. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  15(c) 
(5)  and  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Ex- 
clmnge  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in  the 
common  stock  and  all  other  securities  of 
Stratton  Group,  Ltd.  being  traded  on  the 
American  Stock  Exchange  and  all  other 
securities  of  Stratton  Group,  Ltd.  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  July  24,  1974  through  July 
26, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17691  PUed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summaiy 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (5  percent  and  6  per¬ 
cent)  ,  the  6  percent  subordinated  deben¬ 
tures  due  1979  and  the  6  Vi  percent  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1987  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors: 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(c)  (5)  of  the  (Purities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  July  29, 
1974  through  August  7,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17687  Filed  8-l-74;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

WINNER  INDUSTRIES.  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
July  26,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Winner  Industries,  Inc.,  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pm’suant  to  section  15 
(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  July  27, 
1974  through  August  5,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17690  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 
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[BeL  No.  18616;  70-6^] 

MICHIGAN  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Short-Term  Borrowing;  Issuance 
and  Sale  of  Notes  and  Commercial  Paper 

Jolt  31,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Michigan 
Consolidated  Gas  Company  ("Michigan 
Consolidated"),  One  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  a  gas  utility 
subsidiary  company  of  American  Natural 
Gas  Company,  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany,  has  filed  an  application-declara¬ 
tion  with  this  Commission  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  ("Act"),  designating  sections  6 
and  7  of  the  Act  and  rules  42(b)(2), 
50(a)(2)  and  70(b)(2)  promulgated 
thereunder  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transactions.  AU  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application-declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Michigan  Consolidated  proposes,  from 
time  to  time  imtll  September  1,  1975,  and 
to  the  extent  funds  are  available,  to  bor¬ 
row  up  to  a  maximum  of  $15,000,000  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time  from  the  Trust 
Department  of  the  National  Bank  of  De¬ 
troit  (‘‘Trust  Department"),  which  ad¬ 
ministers,  as  Tnistee,  pension  and  other 
funds  of  many  corporations.  It  is  stated 
that  borrowings  from  the  Trust  Depart¬ 
ment  will  be  made  imder  an  agreement 
between  Michigan  Ctmsolidated  and  the 
Trust  Department,  on  notes,  at  an  inter¬ 
est  rate  (computed  on  a  360-day  Interest 
bearing  basis)  equivalent  to  the  highest 
rate  paid  daily  by  General  Motors  Ac¬ 
ceptance  Corporaticm  on  its  cmnmercial 
paper  with  a  maturity  of  30  to  180  days. 
Michigan  Consolidate  will  be  notified 
by  the  Trust  Department  of  any  change 
in  the  Interest  rate.  The  notes  Issued 
from  January  1  to  June  30  will  mature 
July  1  of  the  same  year  and  those  issued 
from  Jtily  1  to  DecCTiber  31  will  mature 
January  1  of  the  following  year.  The 
Trust  Department  will  have  the  ri^t, 
however,  to  demand  payment  at  any  time 
of  all  or  any  part  of  the  principal  of  the 
loan  or  loans  outstanding.  Michigan  (Con¬ 
solidated  will  have  the  right  to  repay  the 
notes  at  any  time  without  penalty.  Mich¬ 
igan  Consolidated  proposes  to  report 
quarterly  to  the  Commission  the  amoimts 
borrowed  frwn  the  Trust  Department 
and  the  interest  rate  thereon.  If  borrow¬ 
ings  from  the  Trust  Department  should 
decline  below  $7,000,000,  it  may  be  nec¬ 
essary,  depending  upon  the  amount  of 
borrowings  from  the  banks  and  commer¬ 
cial  paper  outstanding,  to  supply  the  re¬ 
quired  funds  for  a  short  time  by  a  tem¬ 
porary  drawing  down  of  Michigan  Con¬ 
solidated’s  cash  balances.  The  Trust  De¬ 
partment  has  a  continuous  flow  of  funds 
from  its  internal  operations  and  follows 
a  practice  of  pooling  these  funds  and 
loaning  them  to  various  corporations 
through  its  nominee,  Trussal  &  Co.,  so 
that  Michigan  Cons(fiidated  anticipates 
always  having  a  minimum  of  $7,000,000 
available  from  this  source. 

Michigan  Consolidated  states  it  has 
obtained  lines  of  credit  from  a  group  of 


six  commercial  banks  (herein  ocriOectiv^ 
referred  to  as  “Banks")  provldlnc  for 
banks  borrowings  on  its  promissory  notes 
(“Notes").  ‘The  Banks  and  their  respec¬ 
tive  commitments  are  as  follows: 

ilmount  of 
eommitment 

Name  of  bank:  {mUUona) 

National  Bank  at  Detroit,  Detroit, 

Mich . - . - . $10 

First  National  City  Bank,  New  York, 

N.Y  . . - .  7 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  New  York 

N.Y  . . - . - .  4 

Manxifacturers  Hanover  Trust  Co.,  New 

York,  N.Y— . 3 

The  Detroit  Bank  A  Trust  Co.,  Detroit, 

Mich _  3 

Manuftkcturers  National  Bank  at  De¬ 
troit,  Detroit.  Mich . 3 

30 

Michigan  Consolidated  states  the  Notes 
will  be  unsecured  and  will  be  Issued  in 
varying  amounts  cfunmenclng  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1974.  and  from  time  to  time  as 
fimds  are  required  by  NQchigan  Consoli¬ 
dated.  There  are  no  commitment 'fees, 
closing  or  other  related  charges  payable 
to  the  Banks  in  connection  with  the  bank 
borrowings.  The  Notes  may  be  prepaid 
at  any  time  without  penalty.  If  any 
Notes  are  prepaid,  new  Notes  may  be 
issued  provided  that  the  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  amoimt  of  Notes  outstanding  at  any 
one  time  does  not  exceed  $30,000,000.  The 
Notes  will  be  dated  as  of  the  date  of 
issuance  and  will  mature  September  1, 
1975.  Each  Note  will  bear  Interest  at  the 
prime  rate  in  effect  at  the  lending  bank 
on  the  date  of  each  borrowing  and  will 
be  adjusted  to  the  prime  rate  effective 
with  any  change  in  said  rate.  Interest 
shall  be  payable  at  the  end  of  each  90- 
day  period  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
first  borrowing  and  at  maturity.  As  a 
condition  of  these  lines  of  credit,  Michi¬ 
gan  Consolidated  is  required  to  maintain 
compensating  balances  with  the  Banks. 
If  it  is  assumed  that  these  balances  are 
maintained  solely  in  order  to  fulfill  the 
compensating  balance  requirement,  the 
effective  cost  is  thereby  Increased  by  ap¬ 
proximately  one  and  one -half  percent 
above  the  stated  rates,  based  upon  a 
prime  rate  of  12  percent. 

Michigan  Consolidated  proposes.  In 
lieu  of  borrowing  under  the  lines  of 
credit,  to  issue  and  sell  from  time  to  time 
commercial  paper  (“notes”)  payable  to 
bearer,  with  matmitles  not  later  than 
September  1,  1975,  in  the  aggregate  face 
amount  not  to  exceed  $30,000,000  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time.  The  commer¬ 
cial  pap>er  will  be  sold  to  Goldman,  Sachs 
&  Co.,  a  New  York,  New  York  dealer  in 
commercial  paper.  The  commercial 
paper  will  have  varying  maturities  of  not 
more  than  270  days  after  the  date  of 
issue  and  will  be  issued  and  sold  in  vary¬ 
ing  denominations  of  not  less  than 
$50,000  and  not  more  than  $2,000,000  di¬ 
rectly  to  Goldman,  Sachs  ft  Co.  at  a  dis¬ 
count  which  will  not  be  in  excess  of  the 
discount  rate  per  annum  prevailing  at 
the  date  of  Issuance  for  cranmercial 
paper  of  comparable  quality  and  like 
maturities.  Michigan  Consolidated  pro¬ 


poses  to  sell  commercial  paper  only  so 
long  as  the  effective  interest  cost  for  such 
commercial  paper  does  not  exceed  the 
equivalent  cost  of  borrowings  from  com¬ 
mercial  banks  (after  taking  into  consid¬ 
eration  compensating  balances)  on  the 
date  of  sale,  except  for  commercial  paper 
of  maturity  not  exceeding  90  days  issued 
to  refimd  outstanding  commercial  paper, 
if.  in  the  judgment  of  Michigan  Consoli¬ 
dated,  it  would  be  impractical  to  borrow 
from  commercial  banks  to  refund  such 
outstanding  conunercial  paper. 

No  commLssitm  or  fee  will  be  payable 
by  Michigan  Consc^dated  in  connection 
with  the  issue  and  sale  of  such  commer¬ 
cial  paper  notes.  Goldman,  Sachs  ft  Co., 
as  principal,  will  reoffer  such  notes  at  a 
discount  not  to  exceed  %  of  1  percent  per 
annum  less  than  the  prevailing  discoimt 
rate  to  Michigan  Consolidated.  Such 
notes  will  be  reoffered  to  not  more  than 
200  identified  smd  designated  customers 
in  a  list  (non-public)  prepared  in  ad¬ 
vance  by  Goldman,  Sachs  ft  Co.  and  no 
additions  will  be  made  to  the  customer 
list  without  approval  of  this  Commis- 
sicm.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  commer¬ 
cial  paper  will  be  held  by  customers  to 
maturity;  however,  if  any  commercial 
paper  is  repurchased  by  Goldman,  Sachs 
ft  Co.,  such  paper  will  be  reoffered  only 
to  others  in  the  group  of  200  customers. 
Michigan  Consolidate  pr(g>oses  to  report 
quarterly  to  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  rule  24  the  amounts  issued  and  sold 
by  Goldman.  Sachs  ft  Co.  and  the  dis¬ 
count  thereon. 

In  June  1974,  Michigan  Consolidated 
sold  1,500,000  shares  of  its  $14  par  value 
common  stock  for  $21,000,000  (HCAR 
No.  18391,  April  25.  1974)  and  in  August 
1974,  proposes  to  sell  $40,000,000  princi¬ 
pal  amount  of  first  mortgage  bonds 
(HCAR  No.  18501,  July  17,  1974).  Part 
of  the  proceeds  will  be  used  to  retire 
$29,000,000  of  outstanding  bank  loans 
due  September  1,  1974  (HCAR  No.  18081, 
August  31, 1973) .  The  remaining  net  pro¬ 
ceeds  together  with  the  borrowings  here¬ 
in  requested  and  funds  generated  from 
operations  will  be  used  to  finance  Michi¬ 
gan  Consolidated’s  1974  construction 
program  (estimated  at  $100,000,000).  It 
is  anticipated  that  funds  requir^  to  re¬ 
tire  the  borrowings  herein  requested  will 
ultimately  be  obtained  from  additional 
long-term  financing  and  funds  generated 
internally. 

Michigan  Consolidated  states  that  the 
total  amount  of  proposed  borrowings 
from  the  Trust  Department,  Banks  and 
or  the  Issuance  and  sale  of  commercial 
paper  will  not  exceed  $37,000,000  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time. 

Michigan  Consolidated  also  plans  to 
borrow,  pursuant  to  the  exemption  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  6(b)  of  the  Act,  up  to 
$26,000,000  to  partially  finance  current 
Inventory  of  gas  placed  in  undergroimd 
storage.  It  is  stated  that  funds  are  gen¬ 
erated  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  repay 
these  borrowings  as  the  inventory  gas  is 
sold  to  meet  the  winter  demand  of 
customers. 

Michigan  Consolidated  requests  that 
the  sale  of  its  proposed  commercial 
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paper  be  exempted  from  the  competitive 
bidding  requirements  of  rule  50  on  the 
grounds  that  the  commercial  paper  will 
have  maturities  of  nine  months  or  less, 
that  current  rates  for  prime  borrowers 
such  as  Michigan  Consolidated  are  pub¬ 
lished  daily  in  financial  publications,  and 
that  it  is  not  practical  to  invite  bids  for 
commercial  paper. 

Fees  and  expenses  incident  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  are  estimated  at 
$3,000,  including  counsel  fees  of  $500. 
The  application-declaration  states  that 
no  State  or  Federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  August 
26,  1974,  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  the  application-declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  should  the 
Commission  order  a  hearing  in  respect 
thereof.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  the  applicant-declarant  at  the 
above-stated  address,  and  proof  of  serv¬ 
ice  (by  afiBdavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney 
at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  application-declaration,  as  filed  or 
as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  as 
provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules 
and  Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegate  authority. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-17695  FUed  8-l-74;8;45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

ALLIED  INVESTMENT  DEVELOPERS.  INC. 

I  License  Application  No.  04/  04-5114] 

Application  for  License  as  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

An  application  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  small  business  investment  company 
under  the  provisions  of  section  301(d) 
of  the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.), 
has  been  filed  by  Allied  Investment  De¬ 
velopers,  Inc.  (applicant) ,  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SB A)  pursuant 
to  13  CFR  107.102  (1974). 


The  officers  and  directors  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  are  as  follows: 

Robert  V.  MUberg,  1604  Michigan  Avenue, 
Miami  Beach.  Florida  33139,  President, 
Director. 

Arthur  W.  Parks,  9326  El  Cajon  Boulevard, 
La  Mesa,  California  92041,  Vice  President, 
Director. 

Daniel  E.  Kelly,  7350  S.W.  134  Terrace,  MianU, 
Florida  33156,  Secretary,  Treasurer, 
Director. 

The  applicant,  a  Florida  corporation 
with  its  principal  place  of  business  lo¬ 
cated  at  1200  Biscayne  Boulevard,  Suite 
202,  Miami,  Florida  33132,  will  begin  op¬ 
erations  with  $275,000  of  paid-in  capital 
and  i>ald-in  surplus,  derived  from  the 
sale  of  275,000  shares  of  common  stock  to 
sixteen  shareholders. 

As  a  small  business  investment  com¬ 
pany  under  section  301(d)  of  the  Act. 
the  applicant  has  been  organized  and 
chartered  solely  for  the  purpose  of  per¬ 
forming  the  functions  and  conducting 
the  activities  contemplated  under  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  from  time  to  time,  and  will 
provide  assistance  solely  to  small  busi¬ 
ness  concerns  which  will  contribute  to  a 
well-balanced  national  economy  by  fa¬ 
cilitating  ownership  in  such  concerns  by 
persons  whose  participation  in  the  free 
enterprise  system  is  hampered  because  of 
social  or  economic  disadvantages. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  include  the  general 
business  reputation  and  character  of  the 
proposed  management,  and  the  proba¬ 
bility  of  successful  operation  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  imder  their  management,  includ¬ 
ing  adequate  profitability  and  financial 
soundness,  in  accordance  with  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  and  SBA  rules 
and  regulations. 

Any  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  19,  1974,  submit  to  SBA  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  applicant. 
Any  such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Deputy  Associate  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Investment,  Small  Business 
Administration,  1441  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circula¬ 
tion  in  Miami,  Florida. 

Dated:  July  26,  1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 
[FR  Doc.74-17666  Filed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


ASSET  MANAGEMENT  CAPITAL  CO. 

[Ucen.se  No.  09/09-0170] 

Issuance  of  a  License  To  Operate  as  a 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 

On  May  14,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
17269)  stating  that  an  application  had 
been  filed  with  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministmtion  pursuant  to  §  107.102  of  the 
regulations  governing  Small  Business  In¬ 
vestment  Companies  (38  FR  30836,  No¬ 
vember  7,  1973)  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  small  business  investment  company 
by  Asset  Management  Capital  Company, 


1417  Edgewood  Drive,  Palo  Alto,  Cali¬ 
fornia  94301. 

Interested  parties  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  written  comments  to  SBA.  No 
comments  were  received. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (15 
U.S.C.  661  et  seq.)  after  having  con¬ 
sidered  the  application  and  all  other  per¬ 
tinent  information  and  facts  with  regard 
thereto,  SBA  has  issued  License  No. 
09/09-0170  to  Asset  Management  Capital 
Company  to  operate  as  a  small  business 
investment  company. 

Dated:  July  25,  1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.74-17663  FUed  8-l-74;8:46  am] 


DOAN  RESOURCES  CORP. 

[License  No.  06/05-0098] 

Application  for  Approval  of  Conflict  of 
Interest  Transaction 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Doan  Re¬ 
sources  Corp.  (Resources),  110  East 
Grove,  Midland,  Michigan  48640,  a  Fed¬ 
eral  licensee  under  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(Act),  has  filed  an  application  pursuant 
to  §  107.1004  of  the  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  small  business  investment  companies 
(13  CFR  107.1004(1974) ),  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  the  conflict  of 
interest  regulation. 

The  exemption,  if  granted,  will  permit 
Resources  to  provide  a  $50,000  financing 
to  Fitterer  Engineering  Associates,  Inc. 
(FEA).  The  investment  will  consist  of 
25,000  shares  of  stock  at  a  price  of  $2.00 
per  share. 

Doan  Associates,  the  sole  shareholder 
of  Resources,  owns  in  excess  of  25  per¬ 
cent  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  FEA. 

Information  provided  by  Resources  in 
connection  with  the  application  indicates 
that  FEA  manufactures  and  sells  dis¬ 
posable  oxygen  probes  imder  three  U.S. 
Patents  and  that  FEA  needs  $50,000  for 
operating  funds  for  the  rest  of  the  year. 
Such  funds  are  not  available  from  other 
sources. 

Pursuant  to  the  Regulations,  FEA  is 
considered  to  be  an  associate  of  Re¬ 
sources.  As  such,  the  transaction  will  re¬ 
quire  an  exemption  pursuant  to  §  107.- 
1004(b)(1)  of  the  regulations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may,  on  or  before  August  19,  1974,  sub¬ 
mit,  in  writing,  relevant  comments  on 
the  proposed  transaction  to:  Associate 
Administrator  for  Finance  and  Invest¬ 
ment,  Small  Business  Administration, 
1441  “L”  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Midland,  Michigan. 

Dated:  July  26,  1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.74  17664  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 
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FINANCIAL  OPPORTUNITIES,  INC. 

(License  Application  No,  04/04-61131 

Application  for  License  as  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

An  application  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  small  business  investment  company 
imder  the  provisions  of  section  301(d)  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.), 
has  been  filed  by  Financial  Opportuni¬ 
ties,  Inc.  (applicant)  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  pursuant  to  13 
CPR  107.102  (1974) . 

The  oflacers  and  directors  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  are  as  follows: 

Anthony  W.  Poellger,  9817  Vleux  Carre,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Kentucky  40223,  President,  General 
Manager. 

Robert  T.  Johnson,  7618  Westdale  Road, 
Louisville,  Kentucky  40222,  Vice  Pres., 
Secretary,  Asst.  Treasurer,  Director. 

Albert  Christen,  214  North  Hite  Avenue, 
Louisville,  Kentucky  40206,  Treasurer, 
Director. 

Harlln  D.  Peden,  422  Kaelln  Drive,  Louisville, 
Kentucky  40207,  Director. 

Joe  P.  Peden,  3223  Five  Oaks  Place,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Kentucky  40206,  Director. 

The  applicant,  a  Kentucky  corpora¬ 
tion,  with  its  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  981  South  Third  Street,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Kentucky  40203,  will  begin  opera¬ 
tions  with  $300,000  of  paid-in  capital  and 
paid-in  surplus  derived  from  the  sale  of 
3,000  shares  of  common  stock  to  Cwi- 
venient  Industries  of  America,  Inc.,  a 
franchisor  for  Convenient  Pood  Marts. 

As  a  small  business  Investment  com¬ 
pany  under  section  301(d)  of  the  Act, 
the  applicant  has  been  organized  and 
chartered  solely  for  the  purpose  of  per¬ 
forming  the  functions  and  conducting 
the  activities  contemplated  under  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  from  time  to  time,  and  will 
provide  assistance  solely  to  small  busi¬ 
ness  concerns  which  will  contribute  to  a 
well-balanced  national  economy  by  fa¬ 
cilitating  ownership  in  such  concerns  by 
persons  whose  participation  in  the  free 
enterprise  system  is  hampered  because  of 
social  or  economic  disadvantages. 

Matters  Involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  Include  the  general 
business  reputation  and  character  of  the 
proposed  management,  and  the  proba¬ 
bility  of  successful  operation  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  under  their  management,  includ¬ 
ing  adequate  profitability  and  financial 
soundness,  in  accordance  with  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  and  SBA  rules 
and  regulations. 

Any  person  may,  not  later  than  August 
19,  1974,  submit  to  SBA  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  applicant.  Any 
such  commimlcation  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment,  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration,  1441  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu¬ 
lation  in  Louisville,  Kentucky. 

Dated:  July  26, 1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 
(FR  Doc.74-17665  Filed  8-1-74:8:45  am] 
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[Notice  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  1087] 

NEW  YORK 

Notice  of  Disaster  Relief  Loan 
Availability 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  declara¬ 
tion  of  the  State  of  New  York,  as  a  major 
disaster  following  severe  storms  and 
flooding  beginning  about  July  3, 1974,  ap¬ 
plications  for  disaster  relief  loans  will  be 
accepted  by  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  from  disaster  victims  in  the 
following  counties:  Oneida  and  Onon¬ 
daga,  and  adjacent  affected  areas.  Adja¬ 
cent  areas  include  only  counties  within 
the  state  for  which  the  declaration  is 
made  and  do  not  extend  beyond  state 
lines. 

Applications  may  be  filed  at  the: 

Small  Business  Administration 
District  Office 
Fayette  and  Salina  Streets 
Syracuse,  New  York  13202 

and  at  such  temporary  oflBces  as  are  es¬ 
tablished.  Such  addresses  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  locally. 

Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
this  announcement  must  be  filed  not 
later  than  September  23,  1974. 

Dated:  July  25, 1974, 

Thomas  S,  Kleppe, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.74-17661  Filed  8-1-74:8:46  am] 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[337-38] 

EXPANDED,  UNSINTERED  POLYTETRA- 
FLUOROETHYLENE  IN  TAPE  FORM 

Resumption  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  will  resume  its 
public  hearing  in  connection  with  in¬ 
vestigation  No.  337-38,  EIxpanded,  Un¬ 
sintered  Polytetrafiuoroethylene  in  Tape 
Form,  on  September  9,  1974,  at  10  a.m. 
e.d.t.  in  the  Hearing  Room  of  the  U.S. 
Tariff  Commission  Building,  8th  and  E 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Requests 
for  appearances  at  the  hearing  should  be 
received  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  in  writing,  not  later  than 
noon,  September  4,  1974. 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  the  ordering  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  for  July  22, 1974,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  4,  1974  (39 
FR  19820). 

Issued:  July  30,  1974. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-17706  Piled  8-1-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 
[FRA  E.O.  No.  4] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Emeregncy  Order  Regarding  Certain 
Track 

Between  July  11,  1974  and  July  21, 
1974,  track  inspectors  of  the  Federal 
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Railroad  Administration’s  (FRA)  Office 
of  Safety  conducted  inspections  of  Penn 
Central  Transportation  Co.  tracks  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  Illinois  and  Jefferson¬ 
ville,  Indiana,  to  determine  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  'Track 
Safety  Standards,  49  CFR  213.  (See  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  for  specific  designation  of  track 
involved.)  The  line  in  question  is  em¬ 
ployed  for  both  freight  and  passenger 
service.  Preliminary  analysis  of  FRA  ac¬ 
cident  investigations  suggests  that  track 
conditions  contributed  to  accidents  in¬ 
volving  Amtrak  passenger  trains  on 
April  30, 1974,  at  Winamac,  Indiana,  and 
Jime  17, 1974  at  Greeenwood,  Indiana. 

FRA  track  inspectors  made  a  field  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  entire  419  mile  seg¬ 
ment  of  main  line  track  between  Jeffer¬ 
sonville,  Indiana,  and  Chicago,  Illinois, 
by  use  of  an  FRA  track  geometry  test 
car.  In  addition,  194  miles  of  the  same 
track  were  visually  inspected  for  roadbed, 
track  structure,  and  other  defects.  Dur¬ 
ing  these  inspections,  FRA  track  inspec¬ 
tors  were  accompanied  by  appropriate 
representatives  of  the  Penn  Central.  The 
combined  methods  of  inspection  revealed 
1,329  track  defects.  Upon  being  advised 
of  defects,  the  carrier  removed  some 
track  from  service  and  made  immediate 
repairs.  In  addition,  98  miles  were  re¬ 
duced  in  class  in  an  attempt  to  achieve 
compliance  with  Part  213.  These  actions 
notwithstanding,  certain  segments  of 
track  failed  to  comp^  with  the  minimum 
standards  specified  in  Part  213  with  re¬ 
spect  to  track  gage,  profile,  condition  of 
ties,  defective  rails,  ballast,  and  other 
specific  defects  more  specifically  identi¬ 
fied  in  Appendix  B  attached  hereto. 

I  have  thoroughly  reviewed  and  care¬ 
fully  considered  the  results  of  the  above 
mentioned  inspections.  As  a  result  of  this 
review,  I  have  determined  that  the  seg¬ 
ments  of  substandard  track,  more  specif¬ 
ically  identified  in  Appendix  B  hereto, 
are  in  an  unsafe  condition  and  thereby 
create  an  emergency  situation  involving 
a  hazard  of  death  or  Injury  to  persons 
affected  by  the  use  thereof.^  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  203  of  the  Federal  Railroad  Safety 
Act  of  1970  (45  U.S.C.  432)  delegated 
to  me  under  §  1.49  (n)  of  the  regulations 
of  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  (49 
CFR  1.49(n)),  I  hereby  issue  the  fol¬ 
lowing  order: 

1.  All  passenger  and  freight  service 
over  the  track  segments  designated  in 
Appendix  B  on  the  line  of  Penn  Central 
Transportation  Co.  between  Jefferson¬ 
ville,  Indiana,  and  Chciago,  Illinois,  more 
particularly  described  in  Appendix  A, 
shall  be  terminated  not  later  than  8:00 
a.m.  Central  Daylight  time  on  August  2, 
1974.  Provided  that,  any  Amtrak  train  in 
transit  over  such  track  at  that  time  may 
continue  to  its  final  terminal, 

2.  Operation  of  all  passenger  and 
freight  service  (except  work  trains  en¬ 
gaged  in  repair  or  restoration  of  the 


’  In  addition  to  the  identification  of  these 
specified  segments  of  substandard  track,  the 
results  of  FRA  inspections  indicated  viola¬ 
tions  of  standards  prescribed  for  track  in 
other  Classes.  These  violations  will  be  ad¬ 
dressed  through  the  usual  enforcement  pro¬ 
cedures  of  the  FRA. 

2,  1974 
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track)  over  such  track  segments  desig¬ 
nated  in  Appendix  B  shall  be  prohibited 
until  all  substandard  track  conditions  - 
have  been  corrected  by  the  Penn  Central 
Transportation  Co. 

3.  Penn  Central  Transportation  Co. 
shall  notify  the  FRA  of  the  correctimi  of 
such  substandard  track  conditions  and 
operations  of  passenger  and  freight  serv¬ 
ice  shall  be  resumed  only  after  inspec¬ 
tion  and  approval  of  the  FRA. 

An  opportunity  for  review  of  this  order 
shall  be  provided  in  accordance  with 
section  554  of  title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code. 

A  civil  penalty  of  not  less  than  $250 
nor  more  than  $2500  will  be  assessed  for 
each  violation  of  this  order,  and  each  day 
of  such  violation  will  constitute  a  sepa¬ 
rate  offense  (45  UJS.C.  438). 

This  order  is  Issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  section  203  of  the  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Safety  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  972, 
45  U.S.C.  432)  and  S  1.49(n)  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  (49  (JPR  1.49  (n)). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  August 
1. 1974. 

John  W.  Ingram, 
Administrator. 

Appendix  A 

DESCRIPTION  OF  PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY  TRACKS  INSPECTED 

REGIONS  AND  DIVISIONS 

Western  Region,  Chicago  Division,  Chicago  to 
Schererville  (mp  280,  Chicago  to  Columbus 
Main  Line) . 

Western  Region,  Port  Wayne  Division,  Scher¬ 
erville  to  Clymers  (mp  109.1,  I&P  Branch). 
Southern  Region.  Southwest  Division,  Cly¬ 
mers  to  Louisville. 

LINES 

Pittsburg  to  Chicago  Main  Line,  mp  467.8 
to  mp  453.7,  Union  Station  to  Colehour 
Junction. 

SC  &  S  Branch,  mp  0.00  to  mp  9.3,  Colehour 
Junction  to  Bernice. 

Columbus  to  Chicago  Main  Line,  mp  287.8  to 
198.3,  Bernice  to  Van. 

I&P  Branch,  mp  114.4  to  6.9,  Van  to  Davis 
Tower,  Indlani^lls,  Indiana. 

Greencastle  Branch,  mp  6.9  to  mp  0.0,  Davis 
Tower,  Indianapolis,  Indiana  to  lU  Inter¬ 
locker. 

Louisville  Branch,  mp  0.0  to  mp,  110.6,  lU 
Interlocker  to  Louisville,  Kentucky. 
Chicago,  Illinois  to  Logansport,  Indiana — 
double  track  main  line. 

Logansport,  Indiana  to  Louisville,  Ken¬ 
tucky — single  track  main  line. 

Appesdiy  B 

track  EXCEEDIKG  llIKIlirM  STANDARDS  TOR  CLASS  I 


Mile  post  designation 

Track 

49CFR218t 

Pittsbure-Chicago  Main  Line: 
4.54..5-16.3.7 . 

1 

0.109(3) 

4.54-4.>'i . 

3 

.63  (1) 

4.53.7-454 . 

2 

.63  (30) 

B.C.  &  S.  Branch:  4-7.5 . 

2 

.63  (86) 

Cohimba<:>Chicago  Main  Une: 
287-286 . 

2 

.109(1) 

.129(1) 

.63  (1) 

287-287.6 . 

1 

.109(1) 

280-286 . . . . 

.:r:  1 

.121(3) 
.68  (66) 

.109(8) 

.121(2) 

.129(2) 

Milo  post  designation  Track  40  CFR  213‘ 


271-274 . 1 

263-264 . ---r— ^  1 

207-252A . . ;  a 


241-247 . . . 1 

237-238 . -  1 

230-231 . . .  1 

307-228 . .-.;.a  J 

Cdambus-Chicago  Main  Line  (Coat.) 
207-228 . .•  1 


L6-T6 . ..r..;  2 


T1-T6 . 1 


I.  &  F.  BrMfici: 

100-113 . r.. _ 1 


106-109 . 1 

105-107 . :  1 

86-88  _ 3  1 

48-79 _ :  1 

44.4-48 . 1 


30.1-34.9 . .  1 


21.4- 27 . ..3;.-...;.:3.....3  1 

14.3-19.8 . 1 

7.4- 12.8 . -•  1 


OreeneatlU  Branch:  6-6...v-.33..3=  1 

LotiisvlUe  Branch:  ^ 

28-29riIl“I"lll™~~~llll  1 

40-41 _ ^  1 

43-44 _ 3  1 

43-46 . 3  1 

48-49 . ;  1 

56-67 . :  1 

86^ . „.3i.3-i33--33;:33 _ 1 

83-86 . — -——3333  1 

90-91 . . 3- - .333333333333 

94-95  . 3 — 

96-99”””""“I"””II”~”~”ri 

102-103 . 


.68  0) 

.63  (6) 

.63  (3) 
.100(498) 
.113(2) 
.121(12) 

.130(3) 

.135 (U 

.68 

.68  (18) 

.K»(62) 

.121(8) 

.113(1) 

.129(1) 

.135(2) 

.115(1) 

.53(10) 

.63(5) 

.100(22) 

.121(3) 

.108(1) 

.63(5) 

.100(3) 

.121(4) 

.63(24) 

.109(69) 

.121(8) 

.68(1) 

.63(14) 

.63(8) 

.53(1) 

.63(37) 

.68(22) 

.109(2) 

.121(1) 

.03(3) 

.109(2) 

.121(1) 

.109(9) 

.121(8) 

.  109(3) 
.63(19) 
.109(11) 
.121(1) 
.62(2) 

.63(43) 

.63(5) 

;Sffi 

.63(6) 

.SSh) 

.63(4) 

.63(1) 

.63(6) 

.63(9) 

.63(4) 

.53(20) 

.63(4) 

.53(13) 

.63(8) 

.63(10) 

.6»(1) 

.68(1) 

.63(12) 

.68(8) 


t  Number  In  parentheses  Indicates  number  of  defects 
discovered. 

(PR  Doc.74-17829  Piled  8-1-74;  11:32  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  561] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  30, 1974. 


of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 
No  amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
August  2, 1974. 

KSC  134401  Sub  6,  Sherwood  W.  Hume,  d.b.a. 
Hume  Equlpmeikt  Co.,  continued  to  Sep- 
tMnber  3,  1974.  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 

MC  128215  Sub  15,  Martin  Trailer  Toters. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  September  4,  1974,  at 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  is  cancelled  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  dismissed. 

MC  113855  Sub-281,  International  Transpoi*t, 
Inc.,  Is  continued  to  October  8, 1974,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commeroe  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC-P-12034,  Dmthun  Trucking  Company — 
Purchase — Dearmln  Transfer,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  31,  1974,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  Is 
cancelled  ahd  transferred  to  modified 
procedure. 

MC-C-8337,  Hennis  Prelght  Lines,  Inc. — 
Investigation  and  Revocation  of  Certifi¬ 
cates,  now  assigned  September  11,  1974,  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  Is  cancelled  reas¬ 
signed  to  September  11,  1974,  at  Atlanta, 
Oa.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated. 

MO  111401  Sub-396,  Oroendyke  Transport, 
Inc.,  and  MC  111740  Sub-28,  OU  Tranqmrt 
Company,  now  being  assigned  October  7, 
1974  (1  week),  at  Santa  Fe.  New  Mexico,  In 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC-O-8242,  Oeneral  Leaseways,  Inc.,  Burk 
Distributing  Co.,  Inc.,  Levi  Distributing, 
Inc..  Keith  V.  Knight,  d.b.a.  Knight  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.,  and  Jos^b  O.  Bowers — In¬ 
vestigation  of  Operations,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  bearing  Octobn:  16. 1974  (1  day),  at 
Des  Moines.  Iowa,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  134599  Sub  98,  Interstate  Contract  Car¬ 
rier  Oorp.,  continued  to  October  8.  1974,  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Cwnmerce 
CommlsslOTi,  Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-17702  PUed  8-1-74;  8: 46  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway 

July  30,  1974. 

The  following  letter -notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com- 
mislon’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 


Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument 
appear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 


interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  within  10  days  from  August  2,  1974. 
A  copy  must  also  be  served  ivion  wpU- 
cant  or  its  representative.  Protests 
against  the  elimination  of  a  gateway  will 
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not  operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  xmder  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  leter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-17868  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant;  H.  E.  BRIN- 
KERHOPP  &  SONS  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  1001  South  Pourteenth  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa,  17104.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  Kingsley,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  El  Paso  County,  Tex.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio 
in  and  east  of  Cuyahoga,  Summit,  Stark, 
Carroll,  and  Jefferson  Coimties,  and 
those  in  West  Virginia  in  and  east  of 
Hancock,  Brooke,  Marshall,  Wetzel,  Har¬ 
rison,  Barbour,  Randolph,  and  Pocho- 
hontos  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC-26396  (Sub-No.  El) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  PAPELKA  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  d.b.a.  THE  WAGGONERS, 
PO.  Box  990,  Livingston,  Montana  59047. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jacob  P. 
Billing,  1126  Sixteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Lumber,  from  Belgrade,  Manhattan, 
and  Trident,  Mont.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Clyde  Park, 
Mont, 

No.  MC-26396  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  PAPELKA 
TRUCKING  CO.,  d.b.a.  THE  WACKION- 
ERS,  P.O.  Box  990,  Livingston,  Montana 
59047.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jacob 
P.  Billig,  1126  Sixteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  from  points  in 
those  parts  of  Montana  and  Wyoming 
within  100  miles  of  Bridger,  Mont,,  in¬ 
cluding  Bridger,  Mont.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Clyde  Park, 
Mont. 

No.  MC-35628  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  14.  1974.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  SYS'TEM,  134 
Grandville  Ave.  SW.,  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  49502.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Chandler  VanOrman,  Southern  Building, 
15th  and  H  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Pro¬ 
posal  1:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  the  use  of 


special  equipment)  (1)  between  points  in 
Arkansas  (except  those  in  Mississippi 
County),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Iowa  in  and  west  of  How¬ 
ard,  Chickasaw,  Bremer,  Black  Hawk, 
Grundy,  Marshall,  Jasper,  Marion,  Lucas, 
and  Wayne  Counties;  (2)  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Iowa  in  and  west  of 
Worth,  Cerro  Gordo,  Franklin,  Hardin, 
Story,  Polk,  Warren,  Clarke,  and  Deca¬ 
tur  Counties:  (3)  between  points  in  Ben¬ 
ton,  Washington,  Crawford,  Franklin, 
Scott,  Polk,  Howard,  Sevier,  Little  River, 
and  Miller  Counties,  Ark.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa; 

(4)  between  points  in  Arkansas  in  and 
west  of  Carroll,  Madison,  Pope,  Yell, 
Perry,  Pulaski,  Jefferson,  Cleveland, 
Bradley,  and  Union  Coimties,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa 
in  and  west  of  Allamakee,  Clayton,  Du¬ 
buque,  Jones,  Cedar,  Johnson,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Jefferson,  and  Davis  Counties. 

(5)  Between  points  in  Arkansas,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Nebraska  (except  Omaha,  Nebr.) ;  (6) 
between  points  in  Oklahoma,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa; 
(7)  between  points  in  Oklahoma  in  and 
east  of  Nowata,  Rogers,  Tulsa,  Okmulgee, 
McIntosh,  Pittsburg,  Atoka,  and  Bryan 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska  (except  Omaha, 
Nebr.) ;  (8)  between  points  in  Oklahoma 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Dakota,  Thurston,  Burt,  Washington, 
Douglas,  Sarpy,  Cass,  Otoe,  Nemaha,  and 
Richardson  Counties,  Nebr.  (except 
Omaha,  Nebr.) ;  (9)  between  points  in 
Oklahoma  in  and  east  of  Washington, 
Tulsa,  Creek,  Okfuskee,  Seminole,  Pon¬ 
totoc,  Murray,  Carter,  and  Love  Counties, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Nebraska  in  and  east  of  Cedar, 
Wayne,  Stanton,  Colfax,  Saunders,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Johnson,  and  Pawnee  Counties 
(except  Omaha,  Nebr.) ;  (10)  between 
points  in  Kansas  in,  south,  and  east  of 
Brown,  Jackson,  Shawnee,  Osage,  Lyon, 
Chase,  Butler,  Harvey,  Kingman,  Pratt, 
Kiowa,  Ford,  Meade,  Seward,  Stevens, 
and  Morton  Counties,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa;  (11) 
between  points  in  Kansas  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa 
in  and  east  of  Kossuth,  Pocahontas,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Carroll,  Audubon,  Cass,  Mills,  and 
Fremont  Counties;  (12)  between  points 
in  Doniphan,  Atchison,  Leavenworth, 
Wyandotte,  Johnson,  Miami,  Linn,  Bour¬ 
bon,  Crawford,  Neosho,  Cherokee,  and 
Labette  Counties,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nebraska 
(except  Omaha). 

(13)  Between  points  in  Kansas  in  and 
east  of  Brown,  Jackson,  Shawnee,  Osage, 
Coffey,  Woodson,  Wilson,  and  Mont¬ 
gomery  Counties  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Nebraska  in, 
north,  and  west  of  Dakota,  Dixon,  Wayne, 
Stanton,  Madison,  Boone,  Greeley, 
Howard,  Sherman,  Custer,  Dawson,  Lin¬ 
coln,  and  Perkins  Counties;  (14)  between 
points  in  Chase,  Dundy,  Hayes,  Hitch¬ 
cock,  Frontier,  Red  Willow,  Gosper, 
Furnas,  Harlan,  Franklin,  Webster, 


Nuckolls,  Thayer,  Jefferson,  and  Gage 
Counties,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa  in  and  east 
of  Worth,  Cerro  Gordo,  Franklin, 
Grundy,  Tama,  Poweshiek,  Mahaska, 
Monroe,  and  Appanoose  Counties,  Nebr.; 
(15)  between  points  in  Illinois  in  and 
south  of  Adams,  Schuyler,  Mason,  Logan, 
McLean,  Ford,  and  Iroquois  Counties  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Nebraska  (except  Omaha);  (16)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nebraska  in 
and  south  of  Scotts  Bluff,  Morrill, 
Garden,  Keith,  Lincoln,  Frontier,  Gosper, 
Harlan,  Franklin,  Webster,  Nuckolls, 
Thayer,  Jefferson,  Gage,  Pawnee,  and 
Richardson  Counties  (except  Omaha, 
Nebr.) ;  (17)  between  points  in  Illinois 
in  and  south  of  Lake,  Kendall,  Living¬ 
ston,  Woodford,  Peoria,  Fulton,  Mc¬ 
Donough,  and  Hancock  Counties  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nebraska  in  and  south  of  Cass,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Seward,  York,  Hamilton,  Hall, 
Buffalo,  Custer,  Thomas,  Hooker,  Grant, 
Garden,  Dawes,  and  Sioux  Counties;  (18) 
between  points  in  Illinois  in  and  south 
of  Vermilion,  Champaign,  Piatt,  De  Witt, 
Logan,  Menard,  Cass,  Schuyler,  and  Ad¬ 
ams  Counties  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Iowa  in  and  west  of 
Osceola,  O’Brien,  Cherokee,  Ida,  Craw¬ 
ford,  Shelby,  Cass,  Adams,  and  Taylor 
Counties:  (19)  between  points  in  Illinois 
in  and  south  of  Crawford,  Jasper,  Effing¬ 
ham,  Fayette,  Bond,  and  Madison  Coun¬ 
ties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Iowa  in  and  west  of  Emmet, 
Palo  Alto,  Pocahontas,  Calhoun,  Greene, 
Guthrie,  Adair,  Adams,  and  Taylor 
Counties. 

(20)  Between  points  in  the  Indiana 
portion  of  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Nebraska  in  and  south  of  Cass, 
Lancaster,  Seward,  York,  Hamilton,  Hall, 
Buffalo,  Loup,  Blaine,  'Thomas,  Hooker, 
Grant,  Garden,  Dawes,  and  Sioux  Coun¬ 
ties:  (21)  between  points  in  Kansas  in 
and  south  of  Doniphan,  Brown,  Jackson, 
Wabaunsee,  Geary,  Dickinson,  Saline, 
Ellsworth,  Barton,  Rush,  Ness,  Lane, 
Scott,  Wichita,  and  Greeley  Counties,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Iowa  in  and  east  of  Osceola,  O’Brien, 
Cherokee,  Ida,  Crawford,  Shelby,  Potta¬ 
wattamie,  Mills,  and  Fremont  Counties; 

(22)  between  points  in  Arkansas  in  and 
west  of  Boone,  Newton,  Pope,  Conway, 
Perry,  Pulaski,  Jefferson,  Lincoln,  Drew, 
and  Ashley  Counties,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa  in, 
north,  and  west'  of  Scott,  Muscatine, 
Johnson,  Iowa,  Poweshiek,  Mahaska, 
Wapello,  and  Appanoose  Counties;  and 

(23)  between  Sapulpa,  Okla.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Norfolk  and 
York,  Nebr.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Joseph, 
Mo.  Proposal  2:  The  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  proposal  1  above,  from  points 
in  Arkansas  to  Topeka,  Atchison,  and 
Lawrence.  Kans.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  Proposal  3:  The  commodities 
described  in  proposal  1  above,  between 
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points  in  the  Indiana  portion  of  the 
Chicago,  m..  commercial  zone,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Iowa  in  and  south  of  Davis,  Appanoose, 
Wayne,  Clarke,  Union,  Adams,  Mont- 
gomer>’,  and  Pottawatamie  Coimtles. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Unionville,  Mo. 

Proposal  4:  Frozen  foods.  (1)  from 
points  in  Arkansas  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota,  South  Dakota,  and  North  Dakota, 

(2)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  in,  south 
and  east  of  Ottawa,  Craig,  Nowata, 
Washington,  Osage,  Kay,  Grant,  King¬ 
fisher,  Blaine,  Custer,  and  Beckham 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Minnesota  in  and  east 
of  Roseau,  Beltrami,  Hubbard,  Wadena, 
Todd,  Steams,  Meeker,  McLeod,  Sibley, 
Nicollet,  Blue  Earth,  and  Faribault 
Counties,  and  (3)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  in,  south  and  east  of  Washington, 
Tulsa,  Creek,  Lincoln,  Oklahoma,  Cana¬ 
dian,  Caddo,  Kiowa,  and  Jackson  Coun¬ 
ties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Minnesota  in  and  east  of  Kitt¬ 
son,  Marshall,  Polk,  Norman,  Clay,  Otter 
Tail,  Grant,  Stevens,  Kandiyohi,  Ren¬ 
ville,  Redwood,  Brown,  Watonwan,  and 
Martin  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mar¬ 
shall,  Mo. 

No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  E4).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  Bi^ock,  Suite  530, 
Univac  Bldg.,  7100  W.  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Farm  machinery.  (1)  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  63,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  63  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  177,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  177  to  jvmction 
U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on 
and  within  a  line  beginning  at  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Iowa  Highways  175  and  37  near 
Turin,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  175 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  3,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
218,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  18,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  18  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  150,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  150 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  3,  thence  along 
low'a  Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  the  Mississippi  River,  thence  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  U.S.  Highway 
6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  37,  thence  along 


Iowa  Highway  37  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  37,  (2)  between  p<^ts  In  that  part 
of  Iowa  on,  south,  and  east  oC  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  lowa-Hlinc^  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  92  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway 
63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  the 
lowa-Missouri  State  line,  cm  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Wyoming  on,  south,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Idaho 
State  line,  thence  along  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  187, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  187  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  287  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
26,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  789,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  789  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  287  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  130,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  130  to  jimction  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  230,  thence  along  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  230  to  the  Wyoming- 
Colorado  State  line,  and  (3)  between 
points  in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Valley,  Nebr.,  Nickerson,  Nebr. 
and  points  in  Nebraska  within  25  miifts 
thereof,  for  points  in  (1)  and  (3)  above, 
and  Valley,  Nebr.,  Nickerson,  Nebr.,  and 
points  in  Nebraska  within  25  miles 
thereof,  and  Lincoln  County,  Colo.,  for 
points  in  (2)  above. 

No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  Bullock,  Suite  530, 
Univac  Bldg.,  7100  W.  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  machinery.  (1)  from  Ottuma 
and  Burlington,  Iowa,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Mexico  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Colorado-New  Mex¬ 
ico  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85  to  junction  U.S;  Highway  70, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  54  to  the  New  Mexico-Texas 
State  line,  (2)  from  Charles  Cfity,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Wyoming  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Idaho-Wyoming  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30N  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
287  to  the  Wyoming-Colorado  State  line, 
and  (3)  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  73  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along  UJS. 
Higway  36  to  juncticm  Kansas  Highway 
63,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  63  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  jimction  Kansas 
Highway  99,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  99  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State 


line,  on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Hlinols 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  18,  thence 
along  U.S,  Highway  18  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Valley,  Nebr.,  Nickerson, 
Nebr,,  and  points  in  Nebraska  within  25 
miles  thereof,  and  Lincoln  County,  Colo., 
for  points  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and 
Valley,  Nebr.,  and  Nickerson,  Nebr.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof,  for  points 
in  (3)  above. 

No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
June  1, 1974.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANS- 
PORTAnON.  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  BiOJock,  Suite  530, 
7100  W.  Center  Road,  Oniaha,  Nebr. 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
(1)  between  points  in  Arizona,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wyoming,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  to  points  in  Colorado  and  Wy¬ 
oming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Utah. 

No.  MC-82e41  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  HUNT  TRANS- 
PORTA’nON,  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  Bull(x:k,  Suite  530, 
7100  W.  Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
from  points  in  Utah,  to  points  in  South 
Dakota,  Missouri,  and  Minnesota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Colorado  or 
Wyoming. 

No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  BiUlock,  Suite  530, 
7100  W.  Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
from  points  in  Utah,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Michigan,  and  Ohio.  'The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Colorado  or 
Wyoming. 

No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANS- 
PORTAnON,  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Bruce  A.  Bullock,  Suite  530, 
7100  W.  Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr, 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
(1)  from  points  in  California,  to  points 
in  Illinois  and  Michigan,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  Arizona  to  points  in  Michigan. 
The  purpose  of  this  ^ing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Utah  and  Colorado  or 
Utah  and  Wyoming  for  points  in  (1) 
above,  and  Utah  and  Colorado  for  points 
in  (2)  above. 
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No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  Bullock,  Suite  530, 
7100  W.  Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr, 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 

(1)  from  points  in  Arizona,  to  points  in 
Ohio,  (2)  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Arizona  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Mexico 
boundary  line,  thence  along  Arizona 
Highway  85  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  8, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  8  to  junction 
Arizona  Highway  84,  thence  along  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  84  to  junction  Arizona 
Highway  287,  thence  along  Arizona  High¬ 
way  287  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  80/89, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80/89  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  Arizona 
Highway  173,  thence  along  Arizona 
Highway  173  to  junction  Arizona  High¬ 
way  73,  thence  along  Arizona  Highway 
73  to  junction  Arizona  Highway  273, 
thence  along  Arizona  Highway  273  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Arizona-New 
Mexico  State  line,  to  points  in  Missoiuri 
and  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points 
in  Utah  and  Colorado. 

No.  MC-82841  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
June  1.  1974.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  10770  Eye  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bruce  A.  Bullock,  Suite  530, 
7100  W.  Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
(1)  from  points  in  Arizona,  to  points  in 
South  Dakota,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
California  to  points  in  Wisconsin  and 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Utah 
and  Colorado  for  points  in  (1)  above, 
and  points  in  Utah  and  Wyoming  for 
points  in  (2)  above. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E233),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  .Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  Virginia,  east  of  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay  and  south  of  the  Chesapeake 
and  Delaware  Canal,  to  points  in  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Pike  or  Spalding 
Counties,  Ga, 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E234),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 


goods,  from  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  30,  to  points  in 
Texas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Pike 
or  Spalding  Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E235),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301,  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and 
south  of  'u.S.  Highway  30,  to  points  in 
Arkansas  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri 
State  line,  and  extending  along  Arkansas 
Highway  115  to  Pocahontas,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  Hoxie,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  the  Mississippi  River.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Pike  or  Spaulding 
Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E236),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WA-TKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Food  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line,  and 
extending  east  along  Texas  Highway  125 
to  its  jimction  with  Texas  Highway  116, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  116  to  Lub¬ 
bock,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
Seymour,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
199  to  ite  junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
380,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  380  to  its 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  30, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  30  to 
its  junction  with  Texas  Highway  49, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  49  to  its 
junction  with  Texas  Highway  11,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  11  to  its  junction 
with  Texas  Seccmdary  Highway  125, 
thence  along  Texas  Secondary  Highway 
125  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E237),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Gainesville,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E239),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WA’TKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Food  prod¬ 
ucts,  other  than  frozen,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Arkansas 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Mississippi  River  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  El  Dorado, 
thence  on  Arkansas  Highway  15  to  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to«eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Doraville,  (Sa. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E240),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  byproducts,  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  California  on  and  south 
of  the  line  beginning  at  San  Francisco 
and  extending  east  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  Oakland,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  580  to  Monteca, 
thence  along  California  Highway  120  to 
Benton  Station,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  the  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Maryland  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  15  to 
Harrisburg,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  81  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton, 
Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E436),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  California,  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee  (except 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  zone  thereof) . 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E496).  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
(except  plywood),  from  Marietta,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Georgia  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  and  extending  along  Georgia 
Highway  17  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  1/221,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1/221  to  Swainsboro,  thence  along 
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U.S.  Highway  1  to  its  junction  with  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  57,  th^ce  along  Georgia 
Highway  57  to  its  junction  with  Georgia 
Highway  23,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  23  to  its  jimction  with  UJ5.  Highway 
25/341  to  Brunswick,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highw'ay  50  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E502),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  points  in  Virginia  on  and  east  of  a 
line  -beginning  at  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line,  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  85  to  its  jimction 
with  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  64,  thence  east 
along  Interstate  Highway  64,  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Virginia  Highway  33,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  33  to  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay,  thence  along  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  points  in 
Arizona  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arizona-California  State  line,  and 
extending  east  along  U.S.  Highway  66 
to  Holbrook,  thence  along  UJ5.  Highway 
180  to  St.  Johns,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  180/666  to  Springerville,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Arizona- 
New  Mexico  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  Gulfport,  Miss. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Her^y,  Jr.,  118  North  St. 
Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glassware,  between 
points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maryland  (except 
that  no  service  is  authorized  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  north  of  UB. 
Highway  30,  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
250,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Garrett  and  Allegany  Coun¬ 
ties,  Md.).  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  Continental  Can  Company  at 
,  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E2).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  AppUcant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North  St. 
Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glassware,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  east  of  UB.  Highway  15  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  22,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  30  and  east  of  U.S. 


23,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  east 
of  UB.  Highway  19.  The  purpose  oi  thin 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Continental  Can  Company 
at  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Hernly,  Jr.,  118  North  St. 
Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  (A)  Glassware, 
from  points  ip  Ohio  to  points  in  New 
Jersey  (the  plant  site  of  Continental  Can 
Company  at  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.)*;  and 
(B)  Gkiss  containers,  fibreboard  boxes, 
and  wooden  bottle  carriers,  from  points 
in  Ohio  to  points  in  New  Jersey  (points  in 
Harrison  County,  W.  Va.,  and  Fairmont, 
W.  Va.)  *.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North  St. 
Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irr^ular 
routes,  transporting:  Glasstuare,  between 
points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Virginia.  'Die  pur- 
ix>se  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Continental 
Can  Company  at  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  16.  1974.  Applicant:  GEINERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORA’TED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria.  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (A) 
Glassware,  from  points  in  Kentucky  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  and  points  in  New 
York  (the  plant  site  of  Continental  Can 
Company  at  Clacksburg,  Va.)  •;  and  (B) 
glass  containers,  fibreboard  boxes,  and 
wooden  bottle  carriers,  from  points  in 
Kentucky  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
New  York  (points  in  Harrison  County, 
W,  Va.,  and  Fairmont,  W.  Va.)*.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORA'TED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria.  Va, 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Glass¬ 
ware.  (1)  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Ohio  south  of  U.S.  Highway  30  to  points 
in  that  part  of  New  York  east  of  New 
York  Highway  98,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  east  and  south  of  New  York  High¬ 
way  7.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 


eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of 
Continental  Can  Company,  at  Clarks¬ 
burg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant;  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORA’TED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  G.  Hernly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria.  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  advertising  material,  from 
Newark,  NJ.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
West  Virginia  south  of  U.S.  Highway  50, 
and  empty  malt  beverage  containers. 
from  points  in  West  Virginia  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  Newark,  N.J.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  that  part  of  West 
Virginia  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
50. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
May  16.  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr..  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street.  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  trcmsporting:  Glass  con¬ 
tainers.  and  machinery  and  crating  ma¬ 
terials  used  in  the  manufacture  and  ship¬ 
ping  thereof,  between  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  Harrison  County,  W.  Va.,  and 
Fairmont.  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96824  (Sub-No.  E13).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Glass 
containers,  fiberboard  boxes,  and  wood¬ 
en  bottle  carriers,  from  points  in  Fay¬ 
ette  and  Greene  Counties,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points 
in  Monongalia  County,  W.  Va.,  and  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Glass 
containers,  and  machinery  and  crating 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
shipping  thereof,  between  points  in 
Greene,  Fayette,  and  Washington  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  150 — FRIDAY,  AUGUST  2,  1974 


NOTICES 


27953 


points  in  Harrison  County,  W.  Va.,  and 
Fairmont,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-86324  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  Q.  Hernly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Molds 
and  machinery  parts  us^  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  glass  containers  (except  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
from  Bridgeton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  West 
Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fairmont,  W. 
Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  Q.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Glass 
containers,  and  closures  therefor,  and 
flbreboard  boxes  and  accessories  there¬ 
for  when  moving  incidentally  to  a  ship¬ 
ment  of  glass  containers,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  north 
of  n.S.  Highway  33,  and  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  19,  to  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
and  Pekin  and  Joliet,  HI.;  and  molds 
and  machinery  parts  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  glass  containers  (except  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  that  part  of  West 
Virginia  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
33,  and  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  19, 
on  the  one  hrnid,  and,  on  the  other,  Jo¬ 
liet,  HI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Star  City,  W. 
Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair- 
mcmt,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  N. 
St.  Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glass  containers, 
flbreboard  boxes,  and  wooden  bottle  car¬ 
riers,  from  points  in  West  Virginia  to 
points  in  New  Jersey;  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  glass  containers  (except 
conunodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
New  Jersey,  to  points  in  West  Virginia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant;  GENERAL 
DELIVERY  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative  Harold  Q.  Hernly,  Jr.,  118 
N.  St.  Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tnmsporting:  (A)  Glass  con¬ 
tainers,  flbreboard  boxes,  and  wooden 
bottle  carriers,  from  points  in  West 
Virginia  to  points  In  New  York,  and  (B) 


Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  glass  con¬ 
tainers  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  New  York  to  points  in 
West  Virginia  (except  that  no  service  is 
authorized  in  (A)  and  (B)  above  between 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  west  of 
New  York  Highway  21,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
West  Virginia  north  of  a  line  be^nning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State 
line  near  BlacksvlUe,  W.  Va.,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  7  to  the 
West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line) .  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  v 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair- 
mmit,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North 
St.  Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glass  containers, 
and  machinery  and  crating  materials. 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  shipping 
thereof,  between  points  in  West  Virginia, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fairmont, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North 
St.  Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glassware,  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  to  points  in  New 
York  (except  that  no  service  is  author¬ 
ized  from  points  in  that  part  of  West 
Virginia  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State  line 
near  Blacksville,  W.  Va.,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  7  to  the  West 
Virginia-Ohio  State  line,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  New  York  west  of  New  York 
Highway  21) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  Continental  Car  Company  at 
Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-96324  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
DELIVERY  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North  St. 
Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Machinery,  mate¬ 
rials,  supplies,  and  equipment,  incidental 
to,  or  used  in,  construction,  development, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  facilities 
for  the  discovery,  development,  and  pro¬ 
duction  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum, 
including  pipeline  development;  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  highway  and  building  construc¬ 
tion  materials,  glassware,  pottery  ware, 
and  crating  materials,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  220,  and  on  and  north 


of  U.S.  Highway  60,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Maryland. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Harrison 
Coimty,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive  :  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregtilar 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  wax.  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
New  Jersey  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  South  Carolina,  West  Virginia,  and 
Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E112),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC..  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  wax,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
New  Jersey,  to  points  in  Iowa  and  Mis¬ 
souri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (sam^  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vegetable  Oils,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
New  Jersey  to  points  in  Alabama,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No,  E114),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fish  oils,  animal 
oils,  and  vegetable  oils,  and  blends 
thereof.  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  New  Jersey  north  of  New  Jersey 
Highway  33,  to  points  In  Virginia,  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E115),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
IN(3.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fish  oil.  sea  animal 
oil,  and  vegetable  oil.  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  restricted  to  transportation  only 
of  mixed  loads  thereof  or  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  mixed  loads  with  chemicals 
otherwise  authorized,  from  points  in  New 
Jersey,  to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana, 
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Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky.  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota  Missouri,  Wisronsin,  and  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Newark.  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregiilar 
routes,  transporting:  Non-flammable  liq¬ 
uids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks  (except  pe¬ 
troleum  and  petroleum  products  other 
than  medicinal  petroleum  products,  and 
liquid  wax,  and  not  including  wine,  cider, 
vinegar,  milk,  road  oil,  coal  tar,  and  coal 
tar  products) ,  from  points,  in  New  Jersey 
to  points  in  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Vermont.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E118),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Lenawee,  Monroe,  Hillsdale,  Jackson. 
Washtenaw,  and  Wayne  Coimties,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Illinois  and  Wisconsin.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  the  B.  F. 
Goodrich  Company,  in  Milan  Township 
(Allen  County),  Ind.  (approximately  13 
miles  east  of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.). 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  calcium  chlo¬ 
ride,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  St. 
Louis,  Mich.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Maryland.  'The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Warren, 
Ohio,  and  Lewistown,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E120),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Muskegon, 
Mich.,  and  points  within  five  miles 
thereof  to  points  In  West  Virginia  within 
150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa.  The  piu"- 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Zanesville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals. 
In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Muskegon, 


Mich.,  to  points  in  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
and  New  Hampshire.  Hie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Zanesville,  Ohio,  Natrium,  W.  Va.,  and 
Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E123),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne, 
Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Non-flammable  liquid 

chemicals  (except  petroleum  and  pe¬ 
troleum  products  other  than  medicinal 
petroleum  products  and  liquid  wax,  and 
not  Including  road  oil,  coal  tar,  and  coal 
tar  products),  from  Muskegon,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Rhode  Island  and  Connecticut. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Zanesville,  Ohio, 
Natrium,  W.  Va„  and  Newark,  N  J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Bub-No.  E124),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Muskegon,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  and  Mary¬ 
land.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  and  Natrimn,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E125),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Muskegon.  Mich.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Missouri.  Iowa,  and  Nebraska.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  plant  sites  of  Baird  Chemicals 
Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Maple- 
ton,  HI. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  as  described  in  the  Maxwell 
Co.,  Extension — Addyston.  63  M.C.C.  677, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Muskegon, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Virginia,  and  Georgia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Zanesville,  Ohio,  and  the  plant 
site  of  the  Stauffer  Chemical  Corpora¬ 
tion  plant  near  Point  Pleasant,  Mason 
County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Bub-No.  E127).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 


mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle^  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Phosphatic 
fertilizer  solutions  (except  phosphoric 
acid) ,  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Monsanto  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  in  Trenton,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and 
New  York.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gatewa3rs  of  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  El 46),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Am^icant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  calcium  chloride),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Michigan,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Solvay, 
N.Y.,  and  PainesvUle,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E147).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Michigan,  to  points 
in  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Zanesville,  Ohio,  and  River- 
view,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E148).  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  pcdnts  in 
Michigan  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Maryland.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Wooster, 
Ohio,  and  Lewistown,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E149),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  t3npe  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Michigan,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Pataskala  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E151),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans¬ 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authorl^  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transiting:  Dry  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frmn 
points  in  Michigan  to  points  in  Virginia. 
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The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Pataskala  and  South 
Point,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E152),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  chem- 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Lenawee,  Monroe,  Hillsdale, 
Jackson,  Washtenaw,  and  Wayne  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mich.,  those  in  Lucas,  Wood,  Pulton, 
Ottawa,  Sandusky,  Erie,  Henry,  Williams, 
and  Defiance  Counties,  Ohio,  and  those 
in  Steuben,  DeKalb,  and  Allen  Counties, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Maryland,  New  Jersey, 
and  those  in  New  York  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Birmingham, 
Ohio,  and  Lewistown,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E153),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  chem¬ 
icals  (except  soda  ash) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Mon¬ 
santo  Chemical  Company  in  Trenton, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Mt.  Vernon  and  Riverview, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E154),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Dry  chem¬ 
icals  (except  soda  ash) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Mon¬ 
santo  Chemical  Company  in  Trenton, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Vermont.  The  pmpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Elyria,  and  PainesvUle,  Ohio,  and  Solvay, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E155),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  chem¬ 
icals  (except  soda  ash) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Mon¬ 
santo  Chemical  Company  in  Trenton, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Cincinnati, 
Oliio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E156),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
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mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Michigan  to  points  In  Ken¬ 
tucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pataskala  and 
Condit,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E157),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  Xin 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.O.  209,  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  Claymont, 
Del.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  and  New  York.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Delaware  City,  Del. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E158),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  plas¬ 
tics,  synthetics,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Claymont,  Del.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Missouri,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  and 
Tennessee,  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Camden, 
N.J.,  Pottstown,  Pa.,  and  Delaware  City, 
Del. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E159),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MA'TLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans-* 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  so\ight  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  resins  and  dry 
plastics,  in  bulk,  in  tank  and  hopper-type 
vehicles  (except  in  dump  vehicles) ,  from 
Claymont,  Del.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  and  Missouri.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Camden,  N.J.,  and  Potts¬ 
town,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E160),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Non-flammable 
liquids  (except  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  other  than  medicinal  petroleum 
products  and  liquid  wax,  and  except 
wine,  cider,  vinegar,  milk,  road  oil,  coal 
tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Delaware  to 
points  in  New  York.  'The  puiiJose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E161),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 


INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
and  solvents  (except  petroleum  products 
and  coal  tar  products).  In  bulk,  from 
points  in  Delaware,  to  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Natrium,  W.  Va„  and  the  plant  site  of 
the  B.  P.  Goodrich  Company,  In  Milan 
Township  (Allen  County) ,  Ind.  (approx¬ 
imately  13  miles  east  of  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.). 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E162) ,  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  B£dtlmore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products  and  coal  tar 
products) ,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  South  Carolina,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E163),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products  and  coal  tar 
products) ,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  to  points  in  Kentucky.  The  piu*pose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E164),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum,  petroleum  products, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  Delaware  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska  and  Minnesota.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Natrium,  W.  Va., 
and  the  plant  site  of  the  Baird  C:hemicals 
Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Maple- 
ton,  Ill. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E165),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products  and  coal  tar 
products) ,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Dela- 
w  are,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  low’a, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  and  Ohio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Natrium, 
W.  Va. 
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No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E166),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Ai^licant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Non-flammable 
liquids  (except  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  other  than  medicinal  petroleum 
products  and  liquid  wax,  and  not  includ¬ 
ing  wine,  cider,  vinegar,  milk,  road  oil, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products) .  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Delaware 
to  points  in  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Vermont.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Newark,  NJ. 

No.  MC-1074C3  (Sub-No.  E167),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLA(^, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  werate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Non-flammable  liq¬ 
uids  (except  petroleum,  and  petroleum 
products  other  than  medicinal  petroleum 
products  and  liquid  wax  and  not  includ¬ 
ing  wine,  cider,  vinegar,  milk,  road  oil, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  frc«n 
points  in  Delaware,  to  points  in  Rhode 
Island  and  Connecticut.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatew'ay  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E168),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Non-flammable  liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Delaware  to  points  in  Pennsylvania.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E209),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  such  oils  and  greases  as  may  be 
Included  in  the  term  chemicals) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.,  to  points 
In  Wisconsin  and  Illinois.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Ashtabula,  Ohio,  and  the  plant  site 
of  the  B.  F.  Gwdrich  Company,  in  Milan 
Township  (Allen  Coimty) ,  Ind.  (approxi¬ 
mately  13  miles  east  of  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.). 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E210),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue.  Lans- 
downe.  Pa,  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) ,  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motcu:  vehicle,  over  irregular 
roiltes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles, 


from  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y..  to  points  in 
West  Virginia.  ’The  purpose  ot  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E211),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  calcium  chloride) .  in  bulk,  in  tank 
or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  Solvay, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Maryland.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lewistown,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E212),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
IN(3.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting;  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  calciiun  chloride),  in  bulk.  In  tank 
or  hopper  type  vehicles,  frtmi  Solvay, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Illinois  and  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.. 
Ashtabula,  Ohio,  and  the  plantsite  of  the 
B.  F.  Ooodrich  Co.,  in  Milan  Township 
(Allen  County),  Ind.  (ai^roximately  13 
miles  east  of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.) 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E213),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  calcium  chloride) ,  In  bulk,  in  tank 
or  hopper  tjrpe  vehicles,  from  Solvay, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia  and 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E214),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  calcium  chloride),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
or  hopper  type  vehlclfes,  from  Solvay, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan;  and 
Kentucl^.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Niagara 
Falls,  N.Y.,  and  Ashtabula,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E215),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant;  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  calciiun  chloride),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  Solvay, 
N.Y„  to  points  in  Ohio,  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y. 


No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E216),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  plastics, 
sjmthetic,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  type 
vehicles,  from  Solvay,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina.  Virginia,  and  South 
CJarolina.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Delaware  C!ity, 
Del. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E217),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veWcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  plastics,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  cm:  hcM^per  type  vehicles, 
from  Solvay,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and 
Oklahoma.  The  piirpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Niagara 
Palls,  N.Y.,  and  CirclevUle,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E218).  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals  '' 
(except  petroleum,  petroleum  products, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  from 
points  in  New  York,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee.  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
Alabama,  and  West  Virginia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E219),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe,  Psk  19050.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irr^rular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  silicate  of  soda, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Skaneateles  Palls,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Illinois  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Euclid  and  Elyria,  Ohio,  and  the  plant 
site  of  the  B.  F.  Goodrich  Company,  in 
Milan  Township  (Allen  County),  Ind. 
(approximately  13  miles  east  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.) . 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E220),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor,  vehicle,  over  iiregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dry  silicate  of  soda, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Skaneateles  FaUs,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Ohio 
(except  Williams,  Ashtabula,  Trumbull, 
Mahoning,  Richland,  Knox,  Defiance, 
Paulding,  Van  Wert.  F^ton,  Columbiana, 
Lorain,  Ashland,  Holmes,  Coshocton, 
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Henry,  Putnam,  Lucas,  Wood,  Hancock, 
Carroll,  Harrison,  Wayne,  Medina, 
Cuyahoga,  Lake,  Ottawa,  Sandusky, 
Seneca,  Wyandot,  Jefferson,  Guernsey, 
Geauga,  Portage,  Stark,  Tuscarawas, 
Erie,  Huron,  Crawford,  Morrow,  Bel¬ 
mont,  Noble,  and  Monroe  Counties, 
Ohio).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Euclid  and 
Pataskala,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E221),  filed 
May  29,  1974,  Applicant;  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repesent- 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Aluminum  slag,  in 
bulk,  from  East  Chicago,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  West  Virginia,  "rhe  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E222),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal  tar  products. 

In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Etelaware,  Maryland,  and  New 
Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  Natrium,  W.  Va.,  and  the  plant 
site  of  the  B.  P.  Goodrich  Company,  in 
Milan  Township  (Allen  County),  Ind. 
(approximately  13  miles  east  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.). 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E223),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
IN(3.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Dry  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plant  site  of  the  B.  P.  Goodrich  Com¬ 
pany,  in  Milan  Township  (Allen  County) , 
Ind.  (approximately  13  miles  east  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.),  to  points  in  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E224).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,’  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
chemicals,  as  described  in  the  Maxwell 
Co.,  Extension — Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677 
(except  such  oils  and  greases  as  may  be 
included  in  the  term  chemicals),  from 
the  plant  site  of  the  B.  F.  Goodrich  Com¬ 
pany  in  Milan  Township  (Allen  Coimty) , 
Ind.  (approximately  13  miles  east  of  ’^ort 
Wayne,  Ind.) ,  to  points  in  West  Virginia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Zanesville,  Ohio,  and  the 
plant  site  of  the  Stauffer  Chemical  Cor¬ 


poration  near  Point  Pleasant.  Mason 
County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E225),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
as  described  in  the  Maxwell  Co.,  Exten¬ 
sion — Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677  (except 
soda  ash,  such  oils  and  greases  as  may 
be  included  in  the  term  chemicals,  and 
not  including  those  derived  from  petro¬ 
leum),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plantsite  of  the  B.  F.  Goodrich  Com¬ 
pany,  in  Milan  Township  (Allen 
County),  Ind.  (approximately  13  miles 
east  of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.),  to  points  in 
New  York  (except  Long  Island).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Painesville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E226),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa,  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  such  oils  and  greases 
as  may  be  termed  chemicals) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  the 
B.  F.  Goodrich  Company,  in  Milan 
Township  (Allen  Coimty) ,  Ind.  (approxi¬ 
mately  13  miles  east  of  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.),  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp- 
^ire,  and  Massachusetts.  'Ihe  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Zanesville,  Ohio,  Natrium,  W.  Va.,  and 
Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E227),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant;  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  such  oils  and  greases  as  may  be 
Included  in  the  term  chemicals) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of 
B.  F.  Goodrich  Company,  in  Milan  Town¬ 
ship  (Allen  County) ,  Ind.  (approximately 
13  miles  east  of  Fort  Wasme,  Ind.),  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Zanesville,  Ohio,  and  Natrium,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E228),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Nonflammable 
liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  B.  F.  Goodrich  Company 
in  Milan  Township  (Allen  County),  Ind. 
(approximately  13  miles  east  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.),  to  points  In  Connecticut 
and  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose  of  this 


filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Zanesville,  Ohio,  and  Natrium,  W.  Va., 
and  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E229),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  coal  tar 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  and  Massachusetts.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantsite  of  the  B.  F. 
Goodrich  Company  in  Milan  Township 
(Allen  County),  Ind.  (approximately  13 
miles  east  of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.),  Zanes¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  Natrium,  W.  Va.,  and  Newark, 
N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E230),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant;  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  as  defined  in 
Appendix  XIH  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certiflcates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from 
Huntington,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  and  New  Hampshire.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Findlay,  Ohio,  Coraopolis 
and  Petrolia,  Pa.,  and  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E231),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative;  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petroleum  products,  as  defined  in  Appen¬ 
dix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certiflcates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hunting- 
ton,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
within  150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Findlay,  Ohio,  and  Cora¬ 
opolis,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E232),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant;  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plantsite  of  the  B.F.  Goodrich  Com¬ 
pany  in  the  Milan  Township  of  Allen 
County,  Ind.  (approximately  13  miles  east 
of  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.),  to  points  in  New 
York,  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11.  'The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Zanesillle,  Ohio,  and  Lewistown, 
Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E233),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
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INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avc.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num  slag,  in  bulk,  from  East  Chicago, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  New  York  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  11.  The  p\upose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Paines- 
ville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E234),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
chemicals  (except  calcium  chloride),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Indiana,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Paines ville,  Ohio,  and  Solvay,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E235),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregtUar 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  In¬ 
diana  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and  Mary¬ 
land.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Zanesville,  Ohio, 
and  Lewistown,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E236),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Bailtimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petroleum 
products,  as  defined  in  Appendix  XIH  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Himtington,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York.  'The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Findlay,  Ohio, 
Coraopolis  and  Petrolia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E237),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  In¬ 
diana  to  points  in  West  Virginia  and 
Penn.sylvania.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Zanesville 
and  Riverview,  Ohio. 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregrdar 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  amimodities, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Indiana,  to  points 
in  Franklin,  Pickaway,  Pike,  Scioto,  Lick¬ 
ing,  Fairfield,  Hocking,  Vinton,  Jackson, 
Lawrence,  Coshocton,  Muskingum,  Perry, 
Athens,  Meigs,  Gallia,  Guernsey,  Mor¬ 
gan,  Washington,  Noble.  Harrison,  Mon¬ 
roe.  Jefferson,  and  Belmont  Counties, 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pataskala, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E239) ,  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Itoltimore .  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  com¬ 
modities,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Indiana, 
to  points  in  West  Virginia,  within  150 
miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Zanesville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  240),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.<  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^iicle,  over  Ir- 
regu^r  routes,  transporting:  Dry  com¬ 
modities  (except  fly  ash  and  cement) ,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Indiana,  to  points  in  New  York  west  of 
UB.  Highway  11.  'The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Painesville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E241),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  com¬ 
modities,  in  bulk,  from  p<Mts  in  Peim- 
sylvania,  to  points  in  Ohio  (except 
Ashtabula,  Trumbull,  Mahoning,  Ck)lum- 
biana,  Jefferson,  Belmont,  Monroe, 
Washington,  Meigs,  Athens,  Morgan, 
Bovle,  Perry,  Muskingum,  Guernsey, 
Harrison,  Coshocton,  Tuscarawas, 
Holmes,  Carroll,  Stark,  Wayne,  Ashland, 
Richland,  Medina,  Lorain,  Huron,  Erie, 
Cuyahoga,  Summit,  Portage,  Geauga, 
and  Lake  Counties,  Ohio).  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Pataskala,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E242).  filed 
May  29.  1974.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 


Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  eff  Natrixun,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E243),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  commodities, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania,  to 
points  in  Ohio,  within  150  miles  of 
Monongahela,  Pa.  Tlie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Zanesville.  Aknm,  and  Wooster,  C^o. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E248),  filed 
May  29.  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Jcrfin  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania,  with¬ 
in  150  miles  of  Monongahela,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Zanesville,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E250).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avc.,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  M050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Jdin  Ntison  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  gasoline,  fuel  oil,  benzene,  kero¬ 
sene,  petroleum,  petroleum  products, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  within  100  miles  of  Philadel¬ 
phia  to  points  in  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New¬ 
ark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E251).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK. 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum,  petroleum  products, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  within  100  miles 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E252),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above)  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 


No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E238),  filed  chemicals,  as  defined  in  The  Maxwell 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  Co.,  Extension— Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  Qll, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans-  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa-  Pennsylvania,  within  150  miles  of 
tive:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above).  Au-  Monongahela,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Illinois. 


(except  petroleum,  petroleum  products, 
coal  tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  within  100  miles 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Tennes- 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Missouri,  and  see,  and  West  Virginia. 
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No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E253),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above)  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Nonflammable 
liquid  chemicals,  as  defined  in  the  Afox- 
toell  Co.,  Extension — Addyston,  63  M.C.C. 

677  (except  petroleum,  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  other  than  medicinal  petroleum 
products,  and  not  including  road  oil,  coal 
tar,  and  coal  tar  products),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  to  points  in  Tennessee.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Washington,  Pa.,  Natrium, 

W.  Va.  and  Ironton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E538),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORA'IION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Nebraska 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
points  in  North  Dakota  on  and  east  of 
North  Dakota  Highway  32.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  Yankton,  S.  Dak., 
and  Marshall,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E539),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petrochemi¬ 
cals.  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  For¬ 
syth,  HI.,  to  points  in  Nebraska.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Hawkeye 
Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  Clinton,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E540),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pe¬ 
trochemicals.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Albany,  Bl.,  and  points  within  5 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Nebraska.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Hawkeye 
Chemical  Co.  at  or  near  Clinton,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E541),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  <X)RPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep- 
reseritative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oils,  nonedible  oils,  fatty  acids,  blended 
or  prepared  paint  oils,  blended  or  pre¬ 
pared  varnish  oils,  liquid  synthetic  re¬ 
sins,  surface  coating  resin  compound, 


and  ester  gum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  In 
New  Mexico.  TTie  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E546),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of 
the  Armour  Agricultural  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Selma,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Amoco  Chemicals  Corpora¬ 
tion  located  approximately  six  mUes 
southwest  of  JoUet,  HL 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E547),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Molasses 
when  used  as  an  animal  feed  supple¬ 
ment,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Missouri  to  points  in  Idaho, 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Lucerne,  Colo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E548),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XHI 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Lake,  Porter,  LaPorte,  St.  Joseph,  Elk¬ 
hart,  Marshall,  and  Stark  Counties,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
from  the  Illinols-Indiana  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  Lawrenceville,  thence 
along  Alternate  Highway  50  to  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
the  lUinois-Missourl  State  line.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  East  Chicago,  Ind. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E549),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir- 
regxUar  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix 
xni  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Eau 
Claire,  Wls.,  and  points  within  20  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  South  Dakota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marshall,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E552),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 


Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  An¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  Chevron  Chemical  Co., 
at  or  near  Sugar  Creek,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Ohio.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ft.  Madison, 
Iowa, 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E553),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
the  Armour  Agricultural  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Selma,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska  (except  points  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  83).  TTie  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Military,  Kans. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E554),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  b\dk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Armovu:  Agricultural  Chemical  Company, 
located  at  or  near  Selma,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  North  Dakota.  TTie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Military,  Kans. 

No.  MC-124711  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  BECKER  AND 
SONS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1050,  El  Dorado, 
Kansas  67042.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  L.  M.  Braim,  600  Leininger  Bldg., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Liquid  nitrogen  fer¬ 
tilizer  solution.  In  bulk,  from  White 
Cloud,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Arkansas;  (2) 
Nitrogen  fertilizer  solution,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  the  terminal  fa¬ 
cilities  of  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.,  at  Atchison, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  South 
Dakota,  and  North  Dakota,  (b)  from 
Pi’yor,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
South  Dakota,  and  North  Dakota,  (c) 
from  Fremont,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  (d)  from  the  plantsite  of 
Cominco  American,  Inc.,  near  Beatrice, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Arkansas;  (3)  Liquid 
fertilizer  solution,  in  bulk,  from  White 
Cloud,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
South  Dakota,  and  North  Dakota;  (4) 
Nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions,  (a)  from 
Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
South  Dakota,  and  North  Dakota,  (b) 
from  Hong,  Nebr,,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
and  (c)  from  the  plantsite  of  Phillips 
Petroleum  Company  at  or  near  Aurora, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Arkansas;  (5)  Petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
(a)  from  Sheerin  and  Borger,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Colorado  on  and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  150— FRIDAY.  AUGUST  2,  1974 


27960-27988 


NOTICES 


east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  Mex- 
Ico-Colorado  State  line,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  285  to  junction  U5.  Highway 
287,  thence  al(»g  U.S.  Highway  287  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  7,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  7  to  junction 
Colorado  Highway  66,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  66  to  junction  UH.  High¬ 
way  287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287 
to  the  Colorado- Wyoming  State  line  (ex¬ 
cept  Baca  and  Las  Animas  Counties), 
and  (b)  from  Laverne,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Colorado  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  Mexico-Colo- 
rado  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  285  to  junction  U.S.  Edghway  287, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  jimc- 
tion  Colorado  Highw-ay  7.  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  7  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  6,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  66  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to 
the  Colorado- Wyoming  State  line; 

(6)  Petroleum  and  vetroieum  prod¬ 
ucts.  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
66  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  U  S.  Highway  287  to  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Nebraska  on,  west,  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Wyomlng-Ne- 
braska  State  line,  thence  along  UJB. 
Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  183  to 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line,  (b)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  that  part  of  Oklahoma 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along  UH. 
Highway  183  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska 
on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Wyoming-Nebraska  State  line, 
thence  along  UH.  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  UH.  Highway  183,  thence  along  n.S. 
Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska-Kansas 


State  line  (except  Kimball,  Cheyenne, 
and  Devel  Counties),  and  (c)  between 
P(^ts  in  that  part  of  CHdahoma  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  Une,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
183  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line 
(except  Cimarron  County),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Nebraska  on,  west,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
183,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  183  to 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line; 

(7)  Fertilizer  ammoniated  solution,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Etter,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Idaho.  Montana,  and  Har¬ 
ding,  Butte,  Lawrence,  Meade,  Penning¬ 
ton,  Custer,  and  Fall  River  Counties, 
S.Dak.; 

(8)  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Texas  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  66  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  287  to  the  Texas-Okla¬ 
homa  State  line,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Colorado  on  and  east  of  a  Une  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  New  Mexlco-Colorado  State 
line,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  285  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  Colorado 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Colorado  High¬ 
way  7  to  Cc^orado  Highway  66,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  66  to  junction 
UH.  Highway  287,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  287  to  the  Colorado-Wyomlng 
State  line  except  Baca  and  Las  Animas 
Counties) ; 

(9)  Ammonimm  nitrate  and  nftroffen 
fertilizer  solutions  from  Port  Neal  m- 
dustrial  Complex,  Big  Soo  Terminal,  and 
the  plant  sitM  of.  and  warehouses  and 
storage  facilities  utillaed  by  Terra  Chem¬ 
icals  International,  Inc.,  American  Cyan- 
amld  Company,  and  Monsanto  Company, 
located  in  Woodbury  County,  Iowa,  and 
Dakota  County,  Nebr.,  to  points  In  Ar¬ 
kansas;  and 


(10)  Oil,  gasoline,  and.  grease,  in  bulk 
and  in  containers,  (a)  from  Potter  and 
Randall  Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Colorado  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  Mexlco-Colorado 
State  line,  thence  along  UH.  Highway 
285  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  7,  ^ence  along  Colorado 
Highway  7  to  j^ction  Colorado  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway 
66  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  287  to  the  Colorado- 
Wyoming  State  line  (except  Baca  and 
Las  Animas  Counties),  and  (b)  from 
Borger  and  Sheerin,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Colo- 
rado  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  Lawrence,  Kans., 
for  points  In  (1) ,  (2)  (c) ,  (4)  (b)  tc) ,  and 
(9)  above,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  for  points  in 
(2) ,  (3) .  and  (4)  (a)  above,  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on,  west,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Missouri 
State  line,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  96  to  junction  UJS.  Highway 
183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  183 
to  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line,  for 
points  in  (5)  and  (10)  (b)  above.  Shal¬ 
low  Water,  Kans.,  for  points  in  (6>  above, 
the  plant  site  Wycon  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany  near  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  for  points  in 
(7)  above,  points  in  that  part  of  Kansas 
on  and  west  of  UJS,  Highway  183  for 
points  hi  (8)  above,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on,  south,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-COlorado 
State  line,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway 
36  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  81  to  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  for  points  in  (10) 
(a)  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SlALl  BOBEBT  li.  OSWAU), 

Secretary. 
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